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The same newspaper reports that the U.S. Armed Forces will receive the MX ICBM 
ahead of schelule. The development [razrabotka] of another missile, Midgetman, 
is being completed. The deployment of the U.S. medium-range nuclear missile 
facilities in Europe continues. 


In 1984 the U.S. Administration approved the idea, nurtured by certain circles 
for many years, of creating a long-term orbiting space station. This space 
installation, on whose creation [sozdaniye] the administration is spending 

$11 billion, is to ensure a permanent U-S. presence in space for military 
Purposes. With good reason the NASA director called this station the 
“cornerstone” of the “star wars" program being developed [razrabatyvayemaya] 
by the Pentagon. In conjunction with the space aircraft, whose creation 
[sozdaniye] is also being taken care of by the Pentagon, the station will in 
practice represent a space-based intelligence-strike complex capable of 
resolving strategic tasks. 


The foreign press points primarily to th possibility of the station being used 
as a delivery vehicle for laser weapons, nuclear installations, missiles, 
electromagnetic guns, and so forth. 


The space shuttle is being used for "star wars" programs. By the way, the 
Catastrophe that befell ome aircraft in that series-—-the Challenger-—-confirmed 
the fears of those who believe that a technical error in the SDI system could 
lead to irreversible consequences for mankind. 


As the journal AVIATION WEEK AND SPACE TECHNOLOGY reports, the United States is 
planning new experiments in space in the near future, this time using laser 


weapons. 


It should be noted that this type of weapon is no longer science fiction. 

On 6 September last year the White Sands test range (in New Mexico) held the 
first test of the “Miracle” chemical laser, whose beam burned through the shell 
of a Titan-2 missile at a distance of 1 km. A new 5 million watt laser is 
being prepared to replace the 2 million watt chemical laser. 


The U.S. press reports that the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory is developing 
[razrabatyvayet] a nuclear triggered X-ray laser. This weapon, named Excalibur, 
has undergone its first tests at the nuclear test range in Nevada. Le. us note 
here that the X-ray laser is essentially a new type of nuclear weapon, whose 
launch into space is banned by the 1963 and 1°4/ international tre ties. 
However, the United States ignores the fact. 


The successors to the creators of the first atomic bombs--the physicists of 

Los Alamos and the scientists of the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory--are working 
on a rail gun deployed in space, according to the foreign press. The second 
echelon of the wide-scale ABM system will also form part of the transatlantic 
Strategists’ strike-space scenario. It includes orbiting space facilities 
armed with electromagnetic guns whose projectiles, it is calculated, will reach 
speeds of 40 km per second, and with small self-guiding missiles. 








Such are the Pentagon's plans for the creation [sozdaniye] of new types of 
weapons for the “star wars" program. It is obvious that they can only have 
dangerous consequences for mankind. 


The USSR counters the nuclear madness with reason. The Soviet Union firmly 
adheres to rhe course of seeking significant practical arms limitation and 
reduction measures. 


It is still possible to call a halt now, while new arms systems remain for 
the most part in scientists" and specialists’ minds and on their drawing 
boards or are undergoing tests. As the CPSU Central Committee Political 
Report to the 27th party congress said, it is extremely necessary while 
there is still time to seek a real solution which would provide a guarantee 
against the transfer of the arms race to space. The “star wars” program 
must mot be ailowed to be used either to stimulate a continued arms race 
or as an obstacle on the path of radical disarmament. 


/8309 
CSO: 5200/1330 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


USSR NOTES OPPOSITION TO FRC SDI PARTICIPATION 


Peace Groups, Scientists 


LD122306 Moscow TASS in English 2025 GfT 12 Mar 86 


[Text] Bonn March 12 TASS-—-Horst Trapp, representative of the "Krefeld 
Initiative,” the largest and most influential association of peace champions 
in the FRC, has urged the FRC Government to disembark from the disastrous 

path of participation in the U.S. SDI programme. This militaristic project 
shall not be allowed to be turned into reality. The FRC’s renunciation of any 
participation in the preparations for “star wars” would contribute to creating 
a healthier international situation. This step would be West Germany's 
positive contribution to materialisation of the “Geneva spirit,” contribute to 
the success of the Soviet-American disarmament talks. 


A statement by the association of prominent West German scientists “forum of 
natural scientists for peace and disarmament” has been issued in Munich. 
Representatives of the academic community have declared in that document against 
the U.S. plans to militarise outer space and against any participation of 

Bonn in Washington's outer space adventure. Jurgen Altman, member of the 
organisation's board, said that its most important political and scientific 
objective is to preve.t thermonuclear war. It is particularly urgent in that 
connection to prevent a militarisation of outer space. Space weapons cannot 
ensure security from nuclear missiles, but can dangerously destabilise the 
Strategic situation and increase the threat of war. The task of preventing war 
calls for political solutions. New types of weapons only hamper the effort 

to ensure peace. 


Mass Protests 


LD271954 Moscow TASS in English 1941 GMT 27 Mar 86 
[Text] Bonn March 27 TASS—TASS correspondent Gennadiy Kulbitskiy reports: 


The news agency DPA reports from Washington that an agreement was today signed 
there between West Germany and the USA on the participation of West German 
companies in research under the American “Strategic Defense Initiative." It 
was signed by West German Economics Minister Martin Bangemann, paying a visit 
to the USA, and Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger. The text of the agreement 
will not be made public. It is noted in Bonn in this context that the fears 


that the agreement would be secret have now come true. 
| 


7 











The sews that the sereement co Meet Germany's atribeat i - 
sinister ,lams te prepare for “star wars” Ses ceowoted sees retests« — 
opposition parties and the democratic pwd lc [ th mtr 


“The signing of « secret agreement with Sashiagtcoe oc eet 
tics ia the tmplemestatiogn of SOL garts « tragic dew for the Federal Bem i 
a aotable diserament expert of the Social Democratic ‘eactioe. Sermeee Seohewr. 
said in an iaterview to the Sulletia PARLAMENTAA! SCE-POL LT! SCRE R-PRE SSD! Per 
“The West Cesmas goverament’s political ead ecomemic supeerct for Veebhleetoc 
plans on ‘star wears" prepersetions is doime ereve demege sox 

American talks on sucilesr ead space weapoas taking plece fe Geoews bet alae 
to West German eastern policy as « whole.” 


“Having concluded « secret sccord with the USA on participation ia SOT.” the 
chairman of the Greens delegstes” crow in the defense emission of the weet 
German Sundestag, Torsten Lange, Ses stated bere, “the “eet Germee Gowerument 
hes sssumed in full political respoasibilitw for the inaiementation of such » 
dangerous project, which will give the United Stetes the firet etrike capebilicy. 


More than 160 emplovees of the Philips Research Laberetecy is Semberes bewe Codes 
sent Chancellor Kohl an open letter stating their sbeolete refesel to pert lcipete 
in work on the U.S. “Strategic Defense Initiative.” The letter sere thet the 
allegations that the development of defense syvetems will cive sore security ere 
deception of the public. lastead, efforts sh ald be sade to schiewe rete 
steps towards disarmament, primarily in the field of suclear weaposs. 


Raw Cited 
LD272213 Moscow TASS in English 2155 GUT 27 Mar &% 


(Text! Somm March 2? TASS-—-Johannes Rau, orime sinister of North Bhine- 
Westphalia and the leading Secial Democratic candidate for the pest of 
federal chancellor, characterised as inadmissible the agreement simmed in 
Washington today on West Germany's participation in the “Strategic Defence 
Initiative.” 


The fact that it has been reached so hastily, Raw said, is atrary to the 
interests of the Federal Republic. According to him, the interests of 
West Germany would be promoted by efforts to avert the arms rece in oeter 


space. 
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unmanned flying objects. That is not only logical, it is a mecessity. It will not 
become superfluous at all. On the contrary, if the Americans include intermediate- 
range and short-range weapons in their SDI system, it will be done in the framework 
of a multistage complex. It is a conventional matrer and takes place on the ground. 
It will not become superfluouw because of SDI, especially if the Americans include 
shoct- and intermediate-range miss ‘les at our insistence. One must be aware of 
technology exchange, because in working on SDI technologies could be discovered that 
might increase the capacity of extended antiaircraft defense. 


[Fechner] If you were to assess the recent talks, what would you say? 
{[Woerner] With a view to SDI? 


[Fechner] The dialogue in general. 


{[Woerner] I would say that it is going on as never before in the alliance. As to 
arms control and SDI, we are in the midst of talks, and the Americans are very open, 
obviously trying to indicate to the allies that they want close cooperation. 


Outgoing Soviet Envoy 


LD241318 Hamburg DPA in German 1225 GMT 24 Mar 86 


{Text} Bonn, 24 Mar (DPA) -- Vladimir Semenov, Moscow's ambassador in Bonn for many 
years, will leave Bonn at the end of April. Semenov announced this today (Monday) 

at a rare and probably final press conference in Bonn on the occasion of the presenta- 
tion of a volume of documents about the 27th CPSU Congress. In the futwre he will be 
working as adviser on foreign affairs in the Soviet Foreign Ministry. The 75-year-old 
Semenov represented his country for 7 and 1/2 years as ambassador in Bonn. His siuic- 
cessor will be the Soviet delegation leader in the Geneva negotiations group on space 


weapons, Yuliy Kvitsinskiy. 


Despite a possible agreement between the Federal Republic and the United States on 
participation in SDI, he said, the Soviet Union did not wish to end economic co- 
operation with the Federal Republic. Relations between his country and the Federal 


Republic would certainly be damaged by such an agreement. 


Semenov said that he could not say how the U.S. nuclear test in Nevada last weekend 
would affect relations between the United States and the Soviet Union. The ex- 

plosion has aroused indignation and sharp criticism in the Soviet press. Concrete 
decisions on this would, however, be considered at the appropriate time in Moscow. 


Bangemann Interview 
LD230840 Hamburg DPA in German 0406 GMI 23 Mar 86 
{Text} Frankfurt, 23 Mar (DPA) -- In FDP Chairman and Economics Minister Martin 


Bangemann's view the strived for agreement between the United States and the Federal 
Republic regarding the SDI program will not impair the East-West detente dialogue. 


20 








JPRS-TAC-86-0%6 
25 April 1986 


Speaking on the Frankfurt discussion program on Hesse Radio today, Bangemann said the 
Federal Government, the FDP, and particularly Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
have always taken care to negotiate questions relating to the transfer of technology but 
not the linked strategic questions such as disarmament and alliance problems. The 
cabinet's decisions are based upon the assumption that the agreements should fit into 
the process of disarmament talks. 


—-s 


Regarding the forthcoming continuation of his talks on SDI in Washington, Bangemann 
said Chancellor Helmut Kohi's meeting with U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger in 
Grafenwoehr has contributed to moving things forward. But the added, things are not yet 
concluded. Some important questions still need to be negotiated this coming week. 





SPD's Scheer Criticizes Agreement 


LD221414 Hamburg DPA in German 115] GMT 22 Mar 86 


[Text] Waiblingen, 22 Mar (DPA) -- Hermann Scheer, disarmament policy spokesman of 
the SPD Bundestag group, has rejected the planned agreement with the United States 
on particization in SDI as a “gross attack on the rights of parliament". Moreover, 
the agreement is “incompatible with basic constitutional principles", Scheer said 
today in Waiblingen (Baden-Wuerttemberg). The Federal Government's announcement that 
only the relevant committees will be informed about the agreement bears out the 
worst fears of a secret agreement being prepared while by passing the public and the 


Bundestag. 


Scheer particularly criticized the fact that according to the planned agreements, 
German firms but not the Bundestag will be fully informed about the course of future 
German-American technology transfer. As a result, important sections of the German 
economy will become a matter of secrecy to the Bundestag. The SPD politician gave 
notice of a “constitutional examination" of this “secret diplomacy”. 


SPD's Voight Remarks 


LD221409 Hamburg DPA in German 1114 GMT 22 Mar 86 


[Text] Bonn, 22 Mar (DPA) -- Karsten Voight, foreign policy spokesman of the SPD 
Bundestag group, has called on the Federal Government not to sign an SDI agreement 
with the United States during the Easter parliamentary recess. Voight said today 
on Radio Free Berlin that it was a clear duty not to conclude any agreement without 
the Bundestag and its committees being able to form an opinion. The fact that the 
Federal Government evidently intends to reach a result during the Easter recess is a 


lapse of parliamentary customs. 


The SPD deputy also underlined his party's opposition to the agreement which Federal 
Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP) is to sign next week in Washington. From 
the American side it is clear that it is a military agreement, Voigt said. He 
peéinted out that U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger had held talks with Federal 
Chancellor Kohl and with Bangemann. The West German side, on the other hand, is 
attempting to disguise the trwe substance of the agreement. As a result of its 
behavior the Federal Government is agreeing in principle to the United States" 


basic strategic considerations. 


19274 
CSO: 5200/2666 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


FRG'S BANGEMANN, WEINBERGER SIGN SDI AGREEMENTS 


Agreement Reached 


LD271911 Hamburg DPA in German 1751 GMT 27 Mar 86 


[Text] Washington, 27 Mar (DPA) -- Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann has 
expressed his satisfaction at the signing of the two agreements with the United States 
on participation of German industry in SDI research and on the expansion of technology 
transfer. After he and U.S. Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger had signed the 
documents today in Washington, Bangemann told the press that the negotiations had not 
been easy, but the content of the agreements squared with what was decided by the 
cabinet. 


In connection with SDI, Bangemann stressed that the conditions for participation by 
German companies are now “possible.” The agreement prevides for, among cther things, 
German firms bidding for SDI research projects on the same conditions as U.S. companies. 
Research knowledge which they bring remains protected, and in the case of new knowledge 
the same principles will apply to German companies as apply to U.S. firms. 


Bangemann said both agreements contain a “nondiscrimination clause". The Berlin clause 
in the agreement on technology transfer corresponds to those in already existing 
agreements. The technology agreement also prcvides for the use of special 
representatives, who will meet regularly but who, when necessary, could also arrange for 
talks at short notice. In the Federal Economics Ministry a body will be set up which is 
intended to serve as an office to assist German firms interested in taking part in SDI 
research. 


Genscher Reported ‘Satisfied' 
LD271736 Hamburg DPA in German 1630 GMT 27 Mar 86 


{Text} Bonn, 27 Mar (DPA) -- West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher (FDP), 
who has opposed any state participation by the Federal Republic in the SDI research 
program from the start, is satisfied with the agreements reached in Washington. It has 
been stated in Bonn today that Genscher sees the demands of the cabinet decision of 18 
December as having been fulfilled. Even though Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger 
signed for the U.S. side, the agreements are of a purely nonmilitary nature, and state 
participation or public money from the Federal Republic is not envisaged. 


Also important in the interest of East-West relations was the expressed commitment and 
clarification that the research would be kept within the limits of the ABM Treaty. 
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Genscher had emphasized this “ABM compatibility” even before negotiations. It was 
stressed in Bonn that a bilateral agreement with Washington on strategic and security po! icy 
questions was excluded from the start, because such agreements could only be reached 
jointly in the NATO alliance. Security policy agreements between Bonn and Washington 
alone would “take the alliance apart” and would be damaging for European and for German- 
French relations. 


The agreements are reported not to contain a political preamble. At the beginning 
reference is made to previous statements by the Federal Government on the SDI program 
which affirm the demand that the arms race should be ended on earth and prevented in 
space. The link between the agreement on general technology transfer and the agreement 
on SDI is established through a letter from Weinberger referring to both agreements. 
The same is true of the Berlin clause, which is only contained in the agreement on the 
transfer of technology. 


/9274 
CSO: 5200/2666 
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SDI AND SPACE ARS 


FRG OFFICIALS COMMENT ON SDI AGREEMENTS WITH U.S. 
Bangemann Expiains Agreeme:.” + 
LD281324 Hamburg DPA in German 1209 GT 28 Mar 86 


[Texc) Frankfurt, 28 Mar (DPA) -- The two agreements with the United States on parti- 
cipation by the German business sector in SDI research and on te extension of tech- 
nology transfer correspond fully to the cabinet's guidelines. This was stressed by 
Federal Economics Minister Martin Sangemann (FDP) in Frankfurt on Good Friday after he 
had returned from the signing ceremony in the United States. The result also 
corresponds fully with the FDP's views. 


After initial difficulties, the German delegation had been able to mabe the U.S. 
partners understand that there was no question of participation by the federal Republic 
in SDI and that there would not be any budget resources available. The tw agreements 
had only set owt the framework within which German firms can take part in re earch 
projects while maintaining equal opportunities. 


The establishment of a consultation center and a information center was contained in 
the agreement on bilateral technology transfer. The Cerman information center for 

forms to apply to would be in the Economics Ministry, and the American one was 
envisioned to be in the Pentagon. Differences are to be dealt with by regular meeting*. 
This agreement also contains the Berlin clause. The SDI agreement provides guidelines 
which are intended to protect German contractors. The most important result is the 
quality opportunity. This memorandum Joes not contain military questions. 


According to Sangemann's explanations, the critical points in the negotiations were, 
above all, the different starting positions of the Americans and Germans; the problems 
over Berlin; the consultation mechanism, and a series of issues concerning the main- 
tenance of secrecy. The text of the agreements will not be published, but the Bundestag 
committees are to be briefed in detail. 


According to the economics minister's estimates, there are around 50 to 60 German firms 
which could take part in the U.S. research projects. The volume of orders depends 
completely on the companies’ decisions about their possible participation. Any figure 
would be pure speculation at the current stage. 
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Text} Goan, 28 Mer (DFA) -- The Federal Gowermment on Friday tn Goes welcomed the 
“successful conclusion” of the Germaen-U.S5. negotiations on an sgreement on participa 
tion by German fires and research iastitutions in the U.S. progres for « aiesile 
éetense systee in space (SDI), and on overall questions of technology transfer. 
Federal Economics Minister Martin Sangemenn (FDP). who signed the agreement in 
Washington, will, it was said in Sonn, sake 4 governement statement on it to the 
Bundestag after the Easter recess. 


According to government spokesman Friedfela Ost, it has been ande possible after % 
months of “careful oreliminary talks and intensive negotiations” to taprove consider- 
ably the requirements and conditions for cooperation by private Cerman industry and 
research with U.S. industry and research within the framework of the SDI program and in 


general term. 


It had been the Federal Government's aim to increase the prospects for German industry 
and research, whose task it is now to make use of the possibilities for cooperation 
with the United States on the basis of the agreements reached. The extent and quality 
of cooperation are solely determined by the interests of the two countries’ industry 


and research. 
FOP Deputy Criticizes Agreements 
LD290911 Hamburg DPA in German 0310 GYT 29 Mar 86 


[Text] Hannover, 29 Mar (DPA) -- The SDI agreements between Sonn and Washington have 
been sharply criticized by FOP Deputy Hildegard Hame-Bruecher. In an interview with 
the Hannover NEUE PRESSE (Saturday's edition), the politician says: “There is now 
the danger that the whole difficult disarmament dialogue will be burdened by such 
agreements as SDI, and that the thaw will return to a new freeze. This is a great 


danger for world peace. 


Mrs Hame-Bruecher expressed concern that “the secrecy arouses the suspicion that more 
has been agreed than is being innocently revealed.” The signing of the SDI agreements 
in Washington “means political agreement on the SDI arms program. This, is contrary to 
the mood in a broad majority of the FDP, at least.” Hitherto only “solidarity with 
the FOP federal chairman, who led the negotiations, prevented me from making our reser- 
vations known in the past few days.” Whether this solidarity had been worthwhile is 


uncertain. 


An advance edited version of the interview was made available to DPA. 


Rau Criticizes FRC Participation 


LD272046 Hamburg DPA in German 1802 GMT 27 Mar 86 


[Text] Sonn, 27 Mar (DPA) -- SPD chancellor candidate Johannes Rau has described the 


Federal Government ’s decision to sign an agreement on participation in the U.S. SDI 
Rau said today that German interests are not served 


program 4s wrong onc unacceptable. 
an accord, 


by what has been acreed under completely incomprehensible pressure to reach 


25 














7s - oe 
~ ors! 





Cereee tetereets would hewe beee co twrd be eorties Coeere eceeret ieee «§ Gee ote cae 
ie epece,. Gee oald “We hewre coca? ore ieee te color te oot world fer ahic® bie 
eapeetiturse ce reecerc’® ent Gewelooeeet woeld be werthetlile.”~ Geet seeele are of 
‘sectiv *he eam ooteiee. be eeidt threat the eereceret ecemeetic ce let bees of i!) te 
placeé eeder « sillitery teeeretive vie the beck Geer The Pedere! Gowerameret ic of 
aware of whew it te beiee go eteret ive Thies wtll esis teereeee the eecertetets tx 
Cerees teadest ry 


Babr Seve Accorés Get Sied ing 
LO272146 Beebere DFA in German 2058 GeT 2) Ser 


iText) Saeerbreecken, 27 Mer (DFA) ~~ SPD dlearmenret eepert Eeoe Seber bel iewee thet 
an SPD-led Federal Gowernment would possibly withdrew free the SD! sereceret« Rarer 
said om Saarland Badic this ewening that the serecerat« ore only bieding of the ore- 
sent Federal Government and not the estate of the Federal Sepeblic of Germseny, and “of 
course aleo not the next Federal Government .~ 


Bohr geve as the reason for his view thet the agreements ore sot binding the fact that 
because of the confidentiality agreed to byw the Federal Gowernment the accord cannet 
be put before the Bundestag for ratification. The opposition will sow press for the 
Foreign Affairs and Defense Committees, seeting confidentially, to be informed of the 
text of the agreements. 


Voge! Discusses SDI in Beijing 


LD281014 Hambure DPA in German 0937 CMT 28 Mar 86 


[Text] Beijing, 28 Mar (DPA) -- Hans-Jochen Vogel, chairman of the SPD Bundestag 
group, sees new burdens in the inner-—German relationship and relations with the Soviet 
Union and the other East European states in the participation by the Federal Republic 
in the U.S. SDI program agreed upon in Washington on Thursday. Secause of the 
participation in the research program for space weapons, it was also to be feared that 
the German contribution to the civilian West European technology project, Eureka, would 
turn out to be only half-hearted, Vogel said in Beijing on Good Friday. 


Vogel said during a talk with more than 100 Chinese foreign and security policy ex- 
perts that “the Federal Government is in the difficult position of wanting to please 
all of the people all of the time.” This has led to an undesirable splitting up of 


resources. 


The Eureka program receives sustained support from Beijing for reasons of political 
and economic balance. At the invitation ofthe Society for Foreign Relations, the SPD 
floor leader earlier outlined his party's views on detente and disarmament in a 
lecture and noted “many points of agreement" with the Chinese position here. The 
highlight of Vogel's visit will be a meeting with party chief Hu Yaobang and Polit- 


buro member Hu O111 on Saturday. 


In the lively discussion after the lecture, in which the Chinese raised the subject of 
SDI again and again, Vogel expressed the view that the decision by Bonn could further 
impair the political weight of the Federal Republic in the East-West detente dialogue. 
“In the SDI issue in particular, the Federal Government has sought closeness to the 
United States in a manner which arouses the impression that its room for maneuver has 
become less." There were no indications that the visit by CPSU General Secretary 
Mikhail Gorbachev to the Federal Republic, about which there had been speculation in 
the press, would take place in the next few months, Vogel said. 
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Publication of SDI Agree=meets 
LD041923 Hamburg DPA in German 1821 GT 4 Apr 


[Text] Sonn, 4 Apr (DPA) -- Weet German Foreign Mimieter Hene-Dierrich Geeecker 

has indicated that the Federal Government would see so problee fn publ iehiog Booe’s 
SDI agreements with the United States. Howewer, the Americans hed cxpreeeed the Geel re 
that they remain secret. NSewertheless. there would be shecletely ao preblee sheer 

the Federal Government informing four Bundestag Committees in Getal!l abot the 


Genscher also agrees with a Bundestag debate on SDI, a8 called for by the SPD. me 
said in an interview with the BONNER GCENERALANTEICER (Seturder's edition), the tent 
of which was circulated by the Foreign Ministry: “We do not want any secretivences.” 
Parliament was the place where questions concerning the sation suet be dleceseed. 


Genscher also expressed the understanding that German citizens had reacted “sore 
sensitively” to the SDI agreements with the United States than public opinion is 
Great Britain. The Federal Republic was sore involved as « result of the stat toning 


of allied troops and nuclear weapons, and aleo through ite own defense efforts. 
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fusion, especially among the liberals. In that conrext the view of COU Deputy feeb. 
who considers the U.S. desire sot to publish the agreements reasonable. seems to be 
more realistic. WSevertheless, both parties sust consider carefully how the tepree- 
sion of mystery can be avoided in this bilater..! satter, espectalliy in view of the 
strategic unity of the Atlantic alliance. 


The Freiburg BSADISCHE ZEITUNG writes: Economics Minister Sangemann’s trip to the 
United States is not only burdened with problems because differences within the coali- 
tion on SDI have come to light, but it also suffers from the announcement that the two 
agreements, on which there is no accord between Sonn and Washington, will be signed 
before Easter. Hence, Sonn's emissary is in « predicament. He suet reconcile wher 

is mot agreed upon: The U.S. desire to give the SDI agreement « wilitary cherecter, 
and Bonn's different intention of keeping it as such as possible within the framework 
of an economic agreement. Such basically different views between the alliance pert- 
ners become increasingly critical with the disintegration of consent within the Bonn 
government. The FDP frankiy states that it is concerned about the departure from the 
governmental guidelines that were agreed upon in December, and within the CDU/CSU, the 
advocates of the strategic silitary objectives of SDI are stirring. Considering the 
situation, it is no wonder that there is a nervous irritability among the coalition 
partners. It is the result of a compromise of Bonn's own making, which afterward is 
interpreted by each participant differently. Such a situation, of course, wil! not 
strengthen the negotiating position of the FRG economics minister in Washington. 


19274 
CSO: 5200/2666 
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U.S. DEFENSE SECRETARY WEINBERGER'S VISIT TO TOKYO REPORTED 
OWO50807 Tokyo KYODO in English O74) GET 5 Apr % 


{Text} Tekve,. April 5 KYODO -- 0.5. Defense Secretary Casper Velebereer Seterder oreed 
Japanese participetion in research for the Strategic Defense iuitiative (S8D!). sepeler ly 
known a6 ster were. Se told reperters «t the Jepen Setions! Freee Cleb ther ta « 

40 sinute seeting with Prise Miateter Yeeuhire Sekasone earlier Seturdey be bed eat 
Japan's “great technological gentuse™ could contribute euch to the SDI. fn which the 
United Kingdom and West Cermeny are siready participants. 


Nakasone snewers that Japan will study whether or aot to participete tn research of the 
space-based antintesile syetem after hearing the repert of « SS-eember sowermment ond 
industry delegation sow visiting ¢.5. military and research faectiities, scheduled te 
return to Japan April 10, according to Japanese Government officials. 


The tesve of SDI is expected to come up both in the seetings of Nekewone and Preetdent 
Ronald Reagan in Camp Devid and Weehiugton on April 1} and 14, and at the "ey 4-6 
summit of seven industrial sation ‘a Tokyo. Sekasone recentiy hinted during « debate 
in the Diet thet «a response to the 0.5. invitation to join in SDI research sight come 
before the Tokyo sumeit, soting that « year hes paseed since the 0.5. formally ssked 


for Japanese perticipation. 


Im the press conference Weinberger praised recent Japanese efforts to smooth the expert 
of military technology to the 0.S., which opposition parties have interpreted as conm- 
tradicting the prohibition of arms exports under Japan's pacifist constitution. The 
firet transfer of an ites of Japanese Goverament~-owned asilitary technology to the 
United States “has recently been virtually approved for tronefer to the teited States 


Government,” Weinberger said. 


"This is the beginning of what I hope will be a heavily traveled two-way street -- (in- 
cluding) dynamic interaction between Japanese and U.S. industries, excharging mil itary 
and dual-use technologies for their own competitive interests and in the interests of 


mutual national security,” Weinberger said. 


Companies in Japan and other industrial nations have expressed great interest in the 
commercial possibilities of SDI research. Among the 2] Japanese companies in the SDI 
delegation now viwiting the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, the Los Alamos 
National Laboratory, the Hughes Aircraft Company and other U.S. private and public facil- 
ities are reprerentatives of Mitewbishi Heavy Industries, LTD., and Fujiteu, Hitachi, 


and Nissan Motor Co. 
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Weinberger also said Japan, the U.S., and Europe should not underestimate the Soviet 
Military buildup in Asia, saying that the Soviet Union has “recently deployed atomic 
cannons" to Sakhalin Island, north of Japan‘s northernmost island of Hokkaido. In a 
speech contrasting what he called the success of “democracy and free enterprise” in the 
fast-growing economies of many Asian nations with the Soviet “forces of despotism.” 
Weinberger reasserted the need for trust between Japan and the U.S. 


He said in this context that he was “confident™ bilateral trade differences could be 
managed. Weinberger praised Japan's efforts to strengthen its military, noting that 
Japan's defense budget has been growing in the face of severe fiscal belt-tightening. 
Last year Japan raised its defense budget 6.8 percent to 3.34 trillion yen, more than 
any other area of government spending. 


The issue is sensitive in Japan, where the post-World War II constitution designed by 
U.S. occupation authorities prohibits the maintenance of, military forces, although the 
present Japanese forces, called the Self-Defense Forces, number about 250,000, and about 


47,000 American troops are stationed in the archipelago. 


Weinberger arrived in Japan April 4 from South Korea as part of an Asian tour. He is 
due to arrive in the Philippines April 6 and will also visit Thailand and Australia. 


/6091 
CSO: 5260/073 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


BRIEFS 


TASS CITES JAPANESE SCIENTISTS--Tokyo March 23 TASS--The Japanese Congress 

of Scientists has rejected any possibility of its cooperation in implementing 
the American “star wars" plans. Their statement, distributed here, stressed 
that the so-called Strategic Defence Initiative was openly directed at 
kindling a global conflict on earth and in outer space. The Japanese Congress 
of Scientists declared that its members would not render any assistance to 
the development of systems and armaments necessary for the realization of 

the White House's plans. The congress resolutely denounced the stance of the 
Nakasone cabinet which was seeking to involve the country into the suicidal 
preparation of “star wars." [Text] [Moscow TASS in English 0716 GMT 23 Mar 86] 
/8309 


SPAIN'S GONZALEZ VIEWS SDI--In the inaugural broadcast of the new Madrid 
Radio International Service program “Morning America," Prime Minister 
Gonzalez has described as interference in Spanish foreign policy the threats 
by Al-Qadhdhafi against U.S. bases in Spain. With regard to "star wars" and 
its possible contribution to international security, Gonzalez said he is in 
favor of negotiations leading to the disappearance of nuclear weapons as, 

in his opinion, SDI is currently provoking risks and tensions. [Text] 
(Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 1 Apr 86 LD] /6091 


FRG'S BANGEMANN LEAVES FOR WASHINGTON SDI TALKS--Frankfurt, 24 Mar (DPA)-- 
Federal Economic Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP) today left for Washington 
where he is to conduct final negotiations on German-U.S. cooperation in the 
development of a space defense system (SDI). The negotiations will end with 
the signing of an agreement on SDI and technology transfer in connection with 
the developments in this system. [Text] LD241554 Hamburg DPA in German 1353 
GMT 24 Mar 86] /9274 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


USSR: EDITORIAL ON REAGAN-GORBACHEV SUMMIT, SOVIET PROPOSALS 


Moscow INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS in English No 1, Jan 86 pp 3-10 


| 
{Text ] 


T o get a true perception of the import of an infernational event one must 
see not only its essence but also the place which this event occupies in 
the unfolding historical process. 

When Mikhail Gorbachey and Ronald Reagan, the leaders of the USSR 
end the USA, met in Geneva, from November 19 fo 21, a Vigorous atiempt 
was made fo put an end to the chill that hampered Soviet-American relations 
and the world situation as a whole over the recent years. The two great 
powers went through a difficult period of heighlened fension, intensified 
war threat, and a weakening of the foundafions of normal ‘cooperation 
among states. American imperialism, which channeled the events in this di- 
rection, was intent on testing ifs strength against existing socialism, conti- 
nuing the arms race, and pushing the world fo the fatal brink. 

The Soviet Union together with the other socialist countries, while not 
rejecting the challenge, consfantly—in word and deed—-ollered the’ pros- 
pect of progress along a different path: foward lesser tension, limitation 
and reduction of nuclear weapons, and prevention of the militarisation of 
ouler space. 

The USSR fook major unilateral steps aimed af strengthening peace and 
effecting real disarmament measures. These, above all, are the commitment 
not to be the first fo use nuclear weapons, the proposal fo freeze nuclear 
arsenals, the introduction of a moraforium on the orbiling of antisatellite 
systems, the suspension of counlermcasures in Europe fo the deployment of 
American missiles, and, later, shortly before the meeting, the removal from 
combat alert in the European zone of medivm-range missiles additionally 
emplaced there. And, lastly, the Soviet Union's declaration of the morato- 
rium on all nuclear explosions as a weighty measure thal was vigorous- 
ly supported on every continent. A positive response was also generated by 
the proposals to improve the situation in Europe and the rest of the world, 
which were jointly advanced in this period by the Warsaw Treaty member 
slates. ; 

The consistently peaceable foreign policy of the Soviet Union and the 
socialist community as a whole is a vilal factor influencing world develop- 
ments, which Washington ultimately had fo reckon with, all the more so 
since the dangerous adventurism in US policy had long evoked concern 
everywhere in the world. Fven among US allies confusion had arisen, which 
greatly intensified affer the American Adininistration declared its plans to 
prepare for “star wars”. 





Under these circumstances the American Administration was forced to 
manoeuvre and make adjustments in their propaganda line, in which irre- 
concilability began fo run parallel with ostensible peaceability. | 

Such was the situation at the moment when a joint accord was reached 
in January 1985 which made it possible to start new Soviet-American talks 
on the whole range of nuclear and space weapons. Strict compliance with 
this accord would create the prerequisites for palpable progress in pre- 
venting the arms race in outer space and halting it on the Earth, strengthen- 


ing strafegic stability, eliminating the nuclear war threat and, ulfimately, 
doing away with nuclear weapons. 

It is on this basis and in development of this accord that the USSR ad- 
vanced specific and radical proposals fo reduce, given a complete ban on 
attack space armaments, 50 per cent of the USSR’s and the USA's nuclear 
weapons capable of reaching each other's ferrifory. The aggregate number 
of charges for each of the sides would be limited to a ceiling of 6,000 
units, which would mean a reduction of thousands of !nuclear charges. The 
USSR views such a reduction only as the beginning of the road to the 
complete destruction of nuclear weapons. 

Considering the fact that the USA and its allies are not prepared to rid 
Europe of nuclear weapons completely; as the Soviet Union has proposed, 
the USSR voiced a readiness fo start with at least an iniermediate step, and 
subsequently fo work for further reductions. 

To break up the vicious circle of the arms race and prevent a new, un- 
predictably dangerous spurt of the arms race in space—this is the principal 
motive behind the USSR’s constructive approach to relations with the Uni- 
fed States. The Soviet Union does not at all view the world through the 
prism of how relations shape up between fhe USSR and the USA. The oppo- 
site is more likely the case: the priorily problems for any stafe, be it large 
or sinall, which are being experienced by the world at this hisforical stage 
prompt the two countries and their leaders fo display greater responsibility 
in relations between them. 

Guided by this great responsibilily to its own people and fo the peoples 
of other countries, the Soviet leadership adopted a decision to consent fo 
a mecting between Gencral Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mik- 
hail Gorbachev and US President Ronald Reagan. 

Clearly, the behaviour of the American side, both af the talks, where it 
evaded the elaboration of mutually acceptable accords, and outside their 
framework, as well as the stepped up across-the-board US military prepa- 
ratidns, left no room for illusions. The USSR well understood the class 
essence of the policy that stands opposed fo it, and had precisely weighed 
the parametres of the objectively existing spheres of concord. 

The USSR also took info consideration the fact that the idea of holding 
a productive summit had from the oulset come up against the opposition 
of influential right-wing conservative circles in the USA, above all of those 
who draw profit from’ the arms race and for whom greed overshadows rea- 
son in these matters. It is no secret that there are many forces in the USA 
that are alfogether against the development of any contacts with the So- 
viet Union. If is they who advised the President either fo decline a mecting 
with the Soviet leader, all the more so fo speak with him téte-a-léte, or to 
reduce the entire meeting fo diplomatic, niceties on the summit level. 

Indicatively, on the eve of the mecting the Herifage Foundation, a pro- 
minent American conservative organisation, issued a special memorandum 
fo the US President in which he was advised to hold a “tough” meeting and 
confine himself solely to setting forth American “claims”, accusing the 
USSR of allegedly building up armaments over and above its defence 
needs, interfering in dillerent regions of the world, oppressing dissidents 
at home, and so on. 
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The conservatives directly cautioned the US President against any accord 
in the arms limitation sphere. Even if an agreement were to be altained 
only in principle, the memorandum read, this would create a problem, inas- 
much as the American public, the Congress and the allies would in this 
instance pressure the US Administration into finalising such an agreement. 
And this does not mesh with the political thinking of the US military-indus- 
trial complex. 

Concern over the possibility that an accord would be reached was li- 
kewise manifest in the “revelation” just before the President's plane left 
for Geneva of a secret letter of US Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinber- 
ger, which he atfached to the latest Pentagon report on the so-called “So- 
‘viet violation” of arms limitation agreements and on US “countermeasures” 
for a further arms buildup in this connection. 

In the letter, which was supposedly inadvertently leaked to the press, 
Weinberger directly urged the President at the Geneva meeting, first of 
all, not fo agree fo continue observing the principal provisions of SALT-2, 
and secondly, not fo agree, under any circumstances, fo limif the American 
SDI programme. “The Soviets”, the letier read, “doubtlessly, will seek as- 
surances that you will continue to be bound to such tight limits lunder 
the ABM Treaty——Fd.) on SD! development and testing that would discou- 
rage the Congress from making any but token appropriations.” 

One could not help being put on one’s quard by the fact thal the USA‘s 
practical line on the threshold of the meeting corresponded more to precise- 
ly these recommendations rather than to the Administration's assurances of a 
readiness to provide the prerequisites for a productive dialogue in Geneva. 
Unfortunately, the Administration did not respond to any of the USSR’s prac- 
tical unilateral steps. The USA did not follow the good example set by So- 
viet Union, although it was precisely this that was expected of them by the 
peoples of the world and the governments of many countries. 

Furthermore, at the stage of the preparations for the summit the Ameri- 
can Administration attempted to divert atlention, from the need to limit the 
arms race, and fo replace it with the problem of regional conflicts. Here the 
situation in the countries fighting for freedom and independence was crudely 
distorted. The policy of direct US interference in the affairs of sovereign 
states and aid fo the forces of counter revolution were portrayed as suppo- 
sedly “friendly assistance” to the peoples of these countries. 

Lastly, on the very eve of the meeting the American counterproposals on 
arms reduction issues were advanced. What can be said of them? Outwardly, 
one’s impression might be that the USA was willing to meet the Soviet 
Union halfway in some recpects. For example, they also mention a 50-per- 
cent reduction of nuclear weapons and a ceiling of 6,000 nuclear charges. 
However, the actual meaning of the American proposal was different. 

Let us fake strategic armaments. The American side spoke about their 
reduction. Yet a careful analysis of the essence of the American proposals 
will show that, were they fo be implemented, the USA would bolster its ar- 
senal by 150 per cent over the very level America itself proposed. Several 
thousand nuclear warheads—long-range sea-based cruise missiles, air bombs 
and shells—would remain outside the framework of fie limitations. Nor did 
the American proposals include the many hundreds of US forward-based nu- 
clear weapons deployed on aircraft carriers and at the mumerous bases 
around the Soviet Union. 

Nor did the US proposals offer a solution fo the problem of medium- 
range weapons in Europe. As in the past, they left the nuclear weapons of 
Brifain and France out of the reckoning. After all, the more than 500 war- 
heads of the British and French missiles targeted at the USSR and its allies 
form a considerable part of the West's nuclear potential. And the deploy- 
ment of American medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe (in keeping with 
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in short, these were partial and fo a great extent unfair proposals. 
However, the fast that the sides were going to the Geneva talks with 
different aims and proposals did not shake the USSR’s confidence 
‘meeting was essential aller seven years of crisis development. The 
ee ee ree eee nae Oe Se Us 
low @ level, and the arms race had spiralled too high. An open, frank dis- 
cussion at the top level and a profound comparison of the actual stands of 


i is 


risking holding a Sovict-American dialogue when if was already too late. 

The Soviet side went to the meeting convinced that the dillerence in 
ideologies and socio-economic and political systems is not an insurmoun- 
table barrier to a way out of the present situation, and that there are no 
contradictions fatally dooming the USSR and the USA to confrontation, all 
the more => fo war. To rectily the situation, as was repeatedly stressed by 
the Soviet side, political will is required, and the Soviet leadership has al- 
ways had it. it is imperative that the USA in its practical policies harbour né 
Musions about the possibility of shooting ahead in the arms race and acquir- 
ing military superiority, that it not hold fo the hypertrophied concept of its 
“vital interests” on the international scene, but take stock of present-day 
realities and of the changes that have taken place in the world over the past 
few decades. in his report at the latest session of the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR Mikhail Gorbachev formulated the Soviet Union's stand in an extreme- 
ly clear-cut manner: “The crucial times we are living through leave the lea- 
ders of the USSR and the USA, the of the USSR and USA no other 
ive than to learn the great art of together.” 
Soviet SF cilp is the euiiiien eon dtecniend deve 
epering for and holding it both sides’ attention 
problems that determine Soviet-American rela- 
yt hehe de gy pe scene as a whole--ques- 
erpiece of which is the problem of nuclear and spe- 
ce weapons in thei “vse swan And 

The Soviet Union had a clear-cul concept of this meeting, which was or- 
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ganically based on the USSR’s principled and consistent approach to rela- 
tions with the USA and which creatively took into account the characteristic 
features of the moment. The USSR, specifically, took a sober view of the ac- 
tual situation and did not harbour the slightest iMusions about American 
policy. The Soviet side saw how far the militarisation of the economy and 
even of political thinking in the USA had gone. Yet Moscow realised full well 
ued Go Ghuciten t Ge wat & ter ten Canmareus fo ignore even the sligh- 


to rectify the situation and advance to a more stable and lasting 


4! 
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just as vested en interest in the success of the Geneva summit as 
the USA, the Soviet leadership nevertheless realised far more clearly the two 
countries’ joint responsibility for the future of the world. And when they 
the way and created a favourable climate for it, they were quided 
y simple logic: the political atmosphere of talks is formed well in advance. 
“We consic'ered if necessary,” Mikhail Gorbachev noted, “to try to break 
the dangerous course of events by force of argument, by force of example, 
by force of common sense.” 
During the meeting a far-reaching exchange of views was held on the 
main issues of Soviet-American relations and the present day international 
situation, in which the Soviet side highlighted the vital problems of security. 
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Of great impor: once in this connection was the fact that lengthy private talks 
were held with ive US President af the summit. This made it possible fo dis- 
cuss even the most difficult problems in a totally candid and direct manner, 
and to have a first-hand knowledge of each other's stand. 

The keynote of the Soviet stand was the need fo drastically change the 
present course of Soviet-American relations on the basis of the only possi- 
ble understanding of the fact that there is no reasonable alternative to pea- 
celul coexistence between the USSR and the USA. The Soviet side stressed 
that the cardinal changes that have taken place in the world of lafe require 
@ new approach, a fresh perception of many foreign policy issues. 

Ai the Geneva summil the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Com- 
mittee and the US President discussed in detail aspects of the talks on nu- 
clear and space weapons. If was firmly stated to the President that the main 
thing in these questions is fo prevent the penetration of weapons into outer 
space, and that on this depends whether i’ will be possible to reduce the 
corresponding nuclear weapons of the USSR and the USA first by 50 per 
cent, as the Soviet side proposes, and then, with the involvement of the 
other nuclear powers, to eliminate them alfogether. —— 

The idea was expressed to the President that if if is difficult for both si- 
des today to initiate a productive dialogue and talks on halfling the arms 
race and on nuclear disarmament, fomorrow this will be even more difficull. 
Indeed, were the arms race to be spilled into outer space with new types of 
nuclear weapons being created, it Would become uncontrollable and to 
certain extent irreversible. rn 

By filling outer space with highly sophisticated types of weaponry, man- 
kind could find itself under the power of computers, when the slightest 
breakdown in the warning systems or any other accident would pose a real 
threat of plunging the world into a catastrophe, even contrary to the will of 
political leaders. One cannot farm out to technology the adoption of vital 
decisions in the security sphere. 

In connection with the fact that during the mecting the US President tried 
to uphold his favourite braincluld, the “strategic defense initiative” and to 
give it an all but humane aspect, the Soviet side showed in a well-argumen- 
ted manner that the American programme announced in 1983 is nothing but 
@ departure from the valid ABM Treaty of unlimited duration. The program- 
me is aimed at the development of a new class of armaments— attack space 
weapons, with which the USA hopes, in combination with its offensive nu- 
clear arms, to acquire the capacity to deliver a first nuclear strike with impu- 
nity. Furthermore, the “space shield” created in this fashion could, when ne- 
cessary, fulfil the functions of offensive weapons and become an inalienable 
element of an aggression strategy. 

Today the propeganda machinery of the US Administration is constantly 
pushing the idea that if space weapons appear on the American side it will 
never ute them for an attack and will supposedly even be ready to “share” 
the eppropriete technology with the Soviet Union. It is hard to say what is 
greater here—open cynicism or a desire to boggle the minds of naive 
‘ 
Obviously, f there is no intention to use space weapons to the detri- 
ment of another side, they should not be made sitogether. Besides no one 
can count on oral assurances in vital issues of security. 

is also well Lnown that the USA is coming forth with a host of «pecula- 
fiom: around the problems of control, the Soviet stand on this score being 
perpotely distorted Alf the press conference in Geneva Mikhail Gorbachev 
slated = this conmection thal the truth is thal the Sowret Union is open for 
comtrot The USA propotes to open leboratones and control how the arms 
‘me 4 proceed ng  spece but this ts @ faulty ond una ceptable starting 
post. & an accord «46 reached on « ben on the orbting of weapons in space, 
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the Soviet leader stressed, the Soviet side will be prepared on a mutual ba- 
sis to open laboratories to monitor such an accord. If the American Adminis- 
tration follows the Soviet example and halts all nuclear tests and if an agree 
ment is concluded fo the effect, then again, as far as the Soviet side is con- 
por there will be no problems with control, including international 
control. ° 

Unfortunately, the US President, judging by the results of the discussion, 
confinues to feel tempted to obtain some unilaieral advantage through 
outer space. Nevertheless, if is important that he once again heard—now at 
the summit level—the clear-cut view of the Soviet side on the situation that 
will emerge if the USA remains adamant in secking to create space-based 
weapons. If was underscored that the USA will not be able to shoot ahead 
in this sphere. The Soviet Union is not intent on military superiority itsel, 
but if will not allow such superiority over itself either. To overestimate the 
possibilifies of the USA fo dash ahead in the atfack space weapons race 
and to underestimate the USSR’s capacity to find a fitling response would 
be a serious mistake; Such a response—a rather quick and perhaps less ex- 
pensive one—would be given. However, this would not be of the Soviet 
Union's choosing. 

Yes, we are realists and must stale plainly that through the fault of the 
American side, which literally held tight fo ifs “star wars” plans, no solu- 
tions fo the central issues of arms limitation and reduction were found:at the 
meeting. : ' 

However, the Geneva summit has produced posil'v: :* ‘ts which had 
largely and unconditionally been promoted by the construct. ve and consis- 
tent policy of the Soviet Union. If is important that in the joint statement the 
American side confirmed the accord reached in January 1985 between the 
USSR Foreign Minisier and the US Secrefary of State on the subject .and 
aims of the Geneva talks on nuclear and space weapons. Today, at the 
highest, presidential, level the USA has pledged to hold talks in keeping 
with this accord to elaborate measures aimed at preventing the arms race 
in outer space and halting it on the Earth, to limit and reduce nuclear arma- 
ments, and strengthen strategic stability. 

Politically, this objectively makes the “star wars” plans more vulnerable 
and obliges their iniliators fo weigh once again and adjust their approach 
fo nuclear and space weapons talks, which the sides agreed fo speed up. 
The profound differences notwithstanding, the proposals both sides advan- 
ced at the falks also have common ground and provide a certain opportu- 
nity for exploring mutually acceptable solutions for a radical reduction of 
nuclear armaments provided there is a ban on the development of attack 
space weapons. . 

An important result of principle of the summit in this respect is the fact 
that the joint document which was drawn up formalised a mutual understand- 
ing that nuclear war should never be unleashed and that there can be 
no victors in it, the commitment of the two countries fo siructure their rela- 
tions taking info account this indisputable truth and not seeking military 
superiority. The USSR proceeds from the conviction that this understanding, 
stated jointly and at the top level, should be the foundation of the two sta- 
tes’ foreign policies. a 

Another positive fact in ferms of further steps in the sphere of streng- 
thening security is that in the final document of the meeting the USA 
conjointly with the Soviet Union confirmed their obligation to promote an 
all-round consolidation of the nuclear non-proliferation regime, advocated a 
general and complete prohibition and non-proliferation of chemical wea- 
pons, and progress at the Vienna talks and the Stockholm Conference. 

This is definitely a big plus in favour of a positive clrange in the political 
and psychological climate in international relations, of their improvement, 
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and of « reck«tion of the Geoat of as culbrest of mle wer « veda ten 
to eoperetrwe for the sf eeemet of pew tx a aegeements 

Avde trom en m depth ers mston of tecurty problems he mo ntong 
featured @ Gacussion of principle on reqona problems Going abe Ge 
Sowret side firmly rejected the Amerxam comept of reqonad conflicts and 
underscored the necessity to reupect She sowerege cgits of ctetes and te 
let them choose thew own pet and ther cen bends = thot oterderesce 
on thew wmternal sflars 

The matter here is bercly « desire to exert “peeseere” o8 Gre Ubelted 
States. Semply, the objective reelity of the present dey qterdepeectedt 
is such thet there ore timeliancoudly & m @ te terest: of 
wealth of diverse slates, daceetaer «= thee wx nature, bestorxad oe- 
perience and foreign polky priorities These interests sometimes collide, 


— great. 

Soviet Union is decidedly im favour of 2 settlement of these confix ts, 
immediately where this is posible, and qedually in other meaternces Onty, 
it should be understood and the Sowet leader brought the poet howe 
to the American sicle in Genewe— that they «il not be “vetted” by one 
state dictating iis writ to others. Such @ course leads to confrontation hat 
as does the line for export of counter revolution whether in Contral Ame- 
rica, in the south of Africa, of in the Middle F ast 

The firm opposition of the USSR to all mentestation: of diate in inter. 
national affairs, and its invariable sobdarity with the peoples streggiing for 
the right to map out their future independently ae sao « fundanentd 
reality of present day Soviet American relations. 

A fruittul exchenge of views and new concrete ideas took place af the 
summit on aspects of bilateral cooperation in confemetion of « cortem 
progress attained in this sphere of late concrete agreements were wgned on 
contacts and exchanges in science, education end culture, and both leaders 
spoke in favour of the practical development of international cooperetion 
in peaceful utilisation of thermonuclear synthesis: The development of equ- 
table mutually beneficial businesslike cooperstion would lay a good mate. 
rial foundation for greater trust and mutual underst 

In surmming up the results of the ‘top-level dislogue # # essential to 
single out the following. The Geneva summit was a foremost political ewent 
in international aflairs. is staging itself is a siabilising factor im the current 
situation. was needed tq halt the continued worsening of Sowtet Ameri- 
can relations and the dangerous escalation of world tenons. 

This evaluation is shared by our allies, the fraternal socialist countries, 
which is borne out with ulmost clarity by @ meeting of the leaders of the 
Warsaw Treaty member countries in Prague immedistely upon the comple- 
tion of the Soviet American summit talks. 

Wt can be stated that the USSR's concept of Soviet American relations, 
which combines adherence to lofty principles in formulating and ieoplement- 
ing basic goals, realism in assessing the situetion, consistency in pursuing 
the active policy of peaceful coexistence and in searching for solutions to 
thorny problems proved to be the wecrking concept 

The results of the summit once «gain convincingly conliemed the vera 
city of the fundamental foreign policy aims advanced by the April 1985 
Plenary Mecting of the CPSU Central Committee, as well as the specific 
initiatives and actions of the Soviet state being effected of late and aimed 
al the solution of the key issues of the current, extremely crucial period in 
international development, at the elimination of the protracted dangerous 
fensions plaguing the world. 
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will ale mtrabute to an American withdrawal from Europe. It will facili- 
tate the famous “wnlinking™ of the two sides of the Atlantic. Some people 
will ceeret this, amd this is satural. Sut it is completely futile to merely 
Lament the fact There is absolutely so point in leveling accusations at the 
americans. t ie q@uch better to look at the facts as they are and take 
sfventage of them ¢t finally understand that Western Europe's defense 

jepenmds orimerily om the West Europeans. Fortunately we have all the neces- 
sary geass for protecting ourselves if we want to effectively adapt our 

et Twc Cures the errent dangers rather than to those which existed in the 
ct wer ee ‘ust we ¢ sive the gatter sincere thowght. And then ve 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRANCE’S LE MONDE ASSESSES GORBACHEV PROPOSAL 


PMO21501 Paris LE MONDE in French 1 Apr 86 p 1 


[Editorial: "Megaphone Diplomacy”) 


[Text) This Easter weekend will probably have to be classed among the many 
Soviet “peace initiatives” which have produced no results. When he made his 
solemn appeal on television on Saturday evening, did Mr Gorbachev believe it 
would be heeded in the United States? The Soviet leader certainly has no 
doubts that he made a great effort in refraining from any nuclear tests for 
8 months. But he is intelligent enough and well enough informed to know 
that this final appeal to President Reagan stood no chance of being heeded. 
Had not the United States carried out an underground test a little over a 
week ago before the Soviet moratorium even expired? Is he unaware of the 
fact that these tests are now regarded as particularly necessary to enable 
American technicians to test elements of a future space shield proposed by 
President Reagan's Strategic Defense Initiative? 


The fact remains that the Soviet leader knows the virtues of megaphone 
diplomacy and of sound propaganda and that he has probably scored the points 
he wanted to score. At a time when the White House incumbent is making an 
increasing number of warlike gestures toward Nicaragua and Libya, when rumors 
of possible supplies of new American weapons to the Angolan and Afghan guer- 
rillas make an escalation in these conflicts seem likely, and when Washington 
is no longer afraid of forgetting the “spirit of Geneva” by goading the Soviet 
bear in various ways, Mr Gorbachev will eventually be seen as a tireless 
“peace campaigner” who talks only of “disarmament and dialogue” to closed 
doors. 


It is true that we are sot witnessing any special mobilization of the paci- 
fist sovement in the world like what happened in Europe during the Euro- 
missiles crisis. But this situation aay only be temporary. And there is 
reason to wonder whether Mr Reagan's intransigence would not have been more 
effective « few years ago when Mr Gromyko was saying “no” to everything and 
when Soviet diplomacy stayed shut away in its “bunker.” 


At any rate, East-West dialogue will not benefit from this latest incident. 
The sein thing Mr Reagan will remember from it will probably be the addi- 
tienal dowbt Mr Gorbachev cast over the holding of the new Soviet-American 
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summit this summer which is in theory due to be held in the United States. 
In fact the question is no longer of particular importance, since it is 
difficult to see what the two superpowers would have to say that was posi- 
tive at present, be it in London, Geneva, or Washington. 


In the short term the Soviet military will be able to resume their nuclear 
tests soon, and this is possibly the thing they were asking of the general 
secretary most urgently. Using an expression which is relatively unusual in 
Soviet language, and which in any case was not used in Brezhnev's time, 

Mr Gorbachev recently stated that at the present time no state can guarantee 
its security by arms alone, but only by dialogue and political means. His 
opponents will now be in a better position to say that it is time to return 
to the good old methods of a stronger defense and of what is called in Moscow 
"the improvement of the balance of forces." 


/6091 
CSO: 5200/2665 
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25 April 1986 


U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRG SPD'S BAHR ON U.S. NUCLEAR TEST, EAST-WEST TIES 


LD231531 Hamburg DPA in German 1224 GMT 23 Mar 86 


[Text] Bonn, 23 Mar -- SPD executive committee member Egon Bahr in Bonn today said 
the setback to East-West relations caused by the latest U.S. nuclear test is incal- 
culable. TheSoviet Union's unilateral concession not to conduct nuclear tests as 
long as the United States did not had not been honored. The conditions set by U.S. 
President Reagan mean that the United States would only be prepared to stop nuclear 
tests after the introduction of space weapons. Addressing the Federal Government, 
Bahr said: "Those about to take part in the research on space weapons have lost their 
innocence of being against nuclear tests." 


The SPD Bundestag group representative for disarmament and arms control, Hermann 
Scheer, called the U.S. nuclear test a “provocation of world public opinion.” 


19274 
CSO: 5200/2667 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRG SPD, GREENS ON REJECTION OF GORBACHEV'S PROPOSALS 
LD311438 Hamburg DPA in German 1335 GMT 31 Mar 86 ; 


[Text] Bonn, 31 Mar (DPA) -- The SPD and the Greens have criticized U.S. President 
Reagan's rejection of the Soviet proposals for a far-reaching halt to nuclear tests 

and an early summit meeting. SPD executive committee member Egon Bahr said on Monday 
that the speed with which Reagan had rejected the Gorbachev proposals was frightening. 
Once more no consultations had taken place with the allies concerning the attempt to 

halt a renewed return to the arms spiral. Bahr accused the Federal Covernment of shirk- 
ing the issue to demand from the United States a comprehensive test ban agreement. 


Ludger Volmer, lower house group spokesman of the Greens, said that the rejection of 

the Gorbachev proposals by Reagan proved that the United States is not interested in 
arms control and disarmament. It shows that the United States intends to pursue its 
interests in the future through “arms-bristling superpower politics against the rest 


of the world.” 


19274 
CSO: 5200/2667 


50 








JPRS-TAC-86-0 36 
25 April 1986 





U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


FRG PRESS COMMENTS ON GORBACHEV SUMMIT PROPOSAL 
DWO20854 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0505 GMT 1 Apr 86 
[From Press Review] 


[Text] One of today's editorial topics is the new Gorbachev initiative for U.S.-Soviet 
talks on a nuclear test ban. 


DIE WELT writes: The motive for that maneuver is becoming very clear. In the near 
future Gorbachev will end the test ban moratorium that he himself had suggested, be- 
cause in the long run the Soviets will need such tests just as much as the Americans. 
The difference is that each of these Soviet subterraneantest explosions will be pre- 
sented to the public as though it had been triggered by the Americans. Washington 

will have to think of ways of counteracting the Kremlin's propaganda traps more clever- 
ly than it has done in the past few months, the newspaper writes. 


Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU makes this comment: The Gorbachev proposal is 
hardly more than an extremely skillful propaganda maneuver by the Kremlin. A meeting 
between Gorbachev and Reagan in Furope that might come to naught, could be more 
easily justified by the Kremlin boss at home, and especially to the powerful Soviet 
marshals, than an official visit to Washington which would yield hardly more than an 
intensive tourist program. If the meeting turned out to be fruitless, and that is 
more likely in view of the stubborn refusal of the United States to join the Soviet 
moratorium, Gorbachev could hold the United States responsible for the continuing arms 
race. Even now Washington is on the defensive, the newspaper argues. 


AUGSBURGER ALLCEMEINE writes: Kremlin chief Gorbachev, always endeavoring to represent 
himself in the West as the true preserver of peace, makes the best of favorable cir- 
cumstances. With his proposal for a special summit, which Reagan rejected too 

hastily and with weak arguments, Gorbachev pulled off a new propaganda coup. 
Washington, however, more and more gets to play second fiddle politically by its 
continuing to respond to all Moscow proposals with a cool no. If the Americans suspect 
Gorbachev of just playing a clever propaganda game, why, then, do they not play the 
same game and take the Kremlin chief at his word? The United States would win credi- 
bility if it would test Gorbachev for a change and not just react negatively, the 


newspaper concludes. 


RBonn's GENERAL-ANZEIGER writes: Gorbachev has not yet given a concrete answer to the 
question whether and when he and Reagan will climb the new summit agreed upon in 
Geneva in November. That would be the best opportunity for dealing with a broad snec- 
trum of questions and problems pending between the superpowers and not just the partial 
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aspect of nuclear tests. If Gorbachev were truly interested in an understanding and not 
just in propaganda tricks he would convey his propusals to Washington via diplomatic 
channels and not -- as U.S. Secretary of State Shultz justly criticized -- via the 
media. As long as the Kremlin boss merely pursues first place in the political hit 
parade on the East-West stage, chances for a fruitful summit meeting are poor, the 


newspaper states. 


NEUF OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG notes: Even Gorbachev knows that such meetings, as desirable 
as they are, cannot be arranged by a new form of television diplomacy. They need care- 
ful internal preparations. The subject is too complicated, the political, and arms- 
technical ramifications are too great, to find solutions at a quick meeting hetween the 
two most powerful men in the world in no time, as it were. Therefore the Kremlin chicf 
has made it easier for the Americans to react negatively to his proposals. It cannot be 
ruled out that he wanted to provoke Washington to saying no in order to be able to pass 
the buck to the Americans when the Soviets resume their own nuclear tests. For that 
reason Washington's hasty rejection was unwise, the newspaper underlines. 


19274 
CSO: 5200/2667 
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25 April 1986 


CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


SOVIET STATUTE ON EXPORT OF CHEMICALS 
Moscow MEZHDUNARODNAYA ZHIZN in Russian No 3, Mar 86 p 160 


[Statute, dated 23 January 1986, of USSR Council of Ministers on Export of 
Chemicals] 


[Text] On 23 January 1986, the USSR Council of Ministers 
confirmed the Statute on export of chemicals, which have 
peaceful uses, but can be used to produce chemical weapons. 
The text of this document ic published below. 


Statute on Export of Chemicals Which Have Peaceful Purposes, But Which Can Be 
Used to Produce Chemical Weapons 


The statute regulates the export from the USSR of chemicals of peaceful designa- 
tion, but which can be used to produce chemical weapons (further designated as 
dual-purpose chemicals). A list of dual-purpose chemicals is appended. 


The indicated list can be changed only by decisions of the USSR Government. 


Dual-purpose chemicals can be exported from the USSR with regard to the obliga- 
tions of the Soviet Union that ensue from its participation in the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925 on prohibition of war-time use of poison, toxic or other 
similar gases and bacteriological substances. 


Dual-purpose chemicals can be exported from the USSR if there are guarantees 
from the importing countries that chemicals of this category: 


a) will not be used directly or indirectly to produce chemical weapons; 


b) will be reexported or transferred from the jurisdiction of the recipient 
country only in the presence of a written agreement to this by the appropriate 
Soviet foreign trade organization (this agreement can be prohibited in the 
case of multistage reexport both by the Soviet foreign trade organization 
directly and through intermediate reexporters). 


The indicated obligations should be specially formulated by competent government 
organizations of the recipient countries in each specific case of shipments 
of dual-purpose chemicals from the USSR or should be confirmed by reference to 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


FRC SPD'S BAHR URCES DEBATE OVER CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
0WO11255 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 1100 GMT 1 Apr 86 


[Report on remarks by SPD disarmament expert Faon Bahr: date and place not given] 


(Text! SPO disereament expert Bahr has called on the Federal Government to oppose the 
eredection of chemical weapons. The topic is on the agenda of a NATO meeting next 


month. 


[Seetn recording! The Federal Government bears primary responsibility for another round 
of chewtcal ereaeent. If tt save oo, there will be no vee from any other Furopean 

ally. <A SATO dectetom ta Mav would have vet another consequence: For years negotia- 
tiene here been comdected tn Geneva on the worldwide *an of chemical wearons. The 
Pederal Gowernmment te « cautiously opttetetic about the chances of the nerottations. 
Peperts declare thet om sereement could be reached within 2? vears, and that the old 
eteckpt les comld be deetroeved ender international control within 10 years. 


The sew Sfeery weapons heve features which heve so far sade it tapossible to control 
thetr exteteece. Anwoerme SBeataning to produce them at thie time torpedoes Cencva. 
Seece. tt te the Federal Gowermment which wirteally decides whether or not the nerotta- 
tteme on the werléwide Sen of cheeical weapons tn Ceneva aakes sense at all. The t/.S. 
Comereee bee left the gdecteton of te the Perepeane. The Federal Gowernmert beare the 
ertectoe! reememetSt lice fe thet reepect. "he satter demande public debate, «0 that 
the pebifc will eet be confreeted with faite aeccceplia by of fictale who are bound to 
follew orders lend recordét ne! 
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CHEMICAL/ BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


FRG DEFENSE MINISTRY SAYS NO BINARY WEAPONS SLATED 


DWO20738 Mainz Suedwestfunk Television Network in Cerman 1700 GMT 1 Apr 86 


[Text] New types of chemical weapons, so-called binary agents, will not be stockpiled 
at Germersheim. According to the Rhineland-Palatinate Land Government, the Federal 
Defense Ministry has said that reports stating that such weapons will he shipped to 
Germersheim are false. The U.S. Government, the ministry said, has declared repeatedly 
that the binary weapons will not be stockpiled outside the United States. These weapons 
consist of two components which form a lethal gas only after firing. They are supposed 
tc be available in late 1987. 


/9274 
CSO: 5200/2667 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


SOVIET OFFICIALS CABLE U.S. OFFICIALS ON TEST BAN 

Tolkunov, Voss Cable O'Neill 
PMO31312 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 2 Apr 86 Morning Edition p 4 
[TASS headline: "Address by Soviet Parliamentarians" ] 


[Text] Comrades Talkunov and Voss, chairmen of the chambers of the USSR Supreme Soviet, 
have sent Thomas O'Neill, speaker of the House of Representatives of the U.S. Congress, 
a telegram. Despite the clearly expressed will of the peoples and their ardent desire 
to ensure stable peace on earth, the United States is continuing nuclear tests, says the 
telegram. This is taking place at a time when the USSR ie strictly observing the 
unilaterally-declared moratoriun. 


In the interests of curbing the arms race and of disarmament, in the interests of free- 
ing mankind completely from weapons of mass destruction, nuclear tests must be halted. 
The chairmen of the chambers have called on the speaker to use his high prestige and 


influence and prompt Congress into doing everything in its power so that the United 
States of America ends nuclear testing. The situation demands action without delay. 


Deputies of the USSR Supreme Soviet Zhukov, Zagladin, Paton, and Tatarchuk, have 
addressed an appeal to ea number of U.S. senators and congressmen to make their voices 
heard in defense of our children's future, a future free from the nightmarish threat of 
a nuclear apocalypse, to induce the U.S. Administration to end nuclear testing. 


Wright Receives Message 
LDO 30859 Moscow TASS in English 0845 GMT 3 Apr 86 


[Text] Moscow April 3 TASS -- Boris Paton, a deputy of the USSR Supreme Soviet, has 
called on James Wright, a member of U.S. Congress, to show his weight to urge the U.S. 
Administration to end nuclear tests. 


"The nuclear test at the proving ground in Nevada", eays a telegram sent by the Soviet 
parliamentarian, “which pointedly ignored the urgent demands of international peace- 
loving public was conducted at a time when the Soviet Union once again reaffirmed its 
readiness to contribute to ridding mankind of weapons of mass destruction. We expect 
that the U.S. Administration's peaceable rhetoric wil! be followed at last by real steps 


to end nuclear explosions". 


"It is my sincere hope that you will raise your voice in defence of a better future for 
our children, the future free from the nightmarish threat of nuclear apocalypse”. 
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Zhukov Cables Hatfield 
LDO40801 Moscow TASS in English 0606 GMT 4 Apr 86 


[Text] Moscow April 4 TASS -- Georgiy Zhukov, deputy of the USSR Supreme Soviet, has 
urged U.S. Senator Mark Hatfield to continue to insist that the Reagan administration 
immediately stop all the nuclear tests and resume talks on a general and complete 
nuclear weapon test ban. 


He wrote in his telegram that he was very much indignant over the provocative actions of 
the U.S. Administration which, despite numerous appeals of the Soviet Union, other 
countries and the majority of U.S. congressmen had exploded a nuclear device. 


"As members of our parliaments we cannot remain indifferent to the threat of the contin- 
uation of nuclear tests and the creation of new ever more destructive types of weapons”. 


De La Garza Receives Message 


LDOS50715 Moscow TASS in English 0706 GMT 5 Apr 86 


[Text] Moscow April 5 TASS -- Nikolay Tatarchuk, a member of the Supreme Soviet of the 
USSR, has sent a telegram to U.S. Congressman E. De La Garza. 


"I cannot but express my indignation over the fact that, while the Soviet Union recently 
declared readiness not to conduct nuclear testing also after March 31 -- until the first 
nuclear blast in the United States, the Reagan administration has staged another nuclear 
explosion at the testing site in Nevada and announced plans for yet another such blast 
shortly,” he wrote. Tatarchuk added: "Such actions by the Reagan administration cannot 
be summed up as anything other than provocative steps undermining the hopes of all 
nations for a world without wars and weapons." 


"As your colleague," he wrote to De La Garza, “I call on you to use your authority and 
influence in U.S. Congress to impel the administration immediately to buckle down to 
accomplishing the task of ending all nuclear explosions as a first step to eliminating 
nuclear weapons.” 


/8309 
CSO: 5200/1328 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


SOVIET SCIENTISTS ISSUE STATEMENT ON U.S. NUCLEAR TEST 
LD262252 Moscow TASS in English 1513 GMT 26 Mar 86 


[Text] Moscow, March 26 (TASS)-—-Soviet scientists have responded with anger 
and indignation to the news that the United States tested a nuclear device 

at a Nevada testing site on March 22, 1986, says a statement signed by 
Academician Anatoliy Aleksandrov, president of the USSR Academy of Sciences, 
Academician Yevgeniy Velikhov, chairman of the committee of Soviet scientists 
for peace and against the nuclear threat, and Academician Pyetr Fedoseyev, 
chairman of the Academic Council on Peace and Disarmament Problems. 


The latest explosion was carried out at a time when the Soviet Union has been 

voluntarily refraining unilaterally from all nuclear explosions for more than 

seven months. The United States took that step in defiance of the demands of 

the world public, including the American public, that an end be put to nuclear 
testing. The White House thus irresponsibly challenged the world community. 


The United States openly showed its unwillingness to use the realistic 
opportunity that had appeared to halt the qualitative escalation of the arms 
race in its most dangerous area of nuclear weapons. 


The Nevada explosion showed the true worth of Washington's protestations of 
its intention "to rid the world of nuclear weapons” and demonstrated that 

the U.S. true course consists in the stockpiling and improvement of its 
offensive nuclear potential. Moreover, the continuation of nuclear explosions 
is openly linked in the USA to the fulfillment of the "Star Wars" program, 

to the development of space strike weapons. The U.S. course of seeking 
military-strategic superiority has been confirmed anew. 


Our professional knowledge enables us to foresee the catastrophic consequences 
of the runaway arms race. We well understand the explosive consequences of 
the latest reckless step of the U.S. leaders in the military, scientific and 
technical fields and in world politics. 


The Soviet scientists have always stvod for an end to nuclear tests and for 
the prohibition and complete elimination of barbarous nuclear weapons. 
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We share the conviction, expressed at the 27th CPSU Congress, that mankind 
can and must enter the next century without nuclear weapons. 


The Soviet scientists are joining in the protests of the world public over 
Washington's latest act of nuclear adventurism. We are convinced that the 
knowledge of scientists in all countries should serve the goals of construction 
rather than destruction, the prosperity rather than peril of world civilization. 


We demand an immediate end to all nuclear weapon tests and the conclusion of 
a treaty on the complete and universal prohibition of such tests. 


/8309 
CSO: 5200/1328 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


SOVIET CRITICISM OF U.S. TEST BAN REFUSAL CONTINUES 
Zhukov Details Protests  ., 
PMO052000 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 5 Apr 86 First Edition p 4 


[Article by Yu. Zhukov, chairman of the Soviet Committee for the Defense of Peace: 
"Responsibility for the Future; Everything Possible Must Be Done To Prevent Another 
Round of the Nuclear Arms Race Before It Is Too Late™] 


[Text] It is difficult to find words to describe the complex gamut of feelings 
currently experienced by the tens and hundreds of millions of people who follow the 
development of the struggle to end the arms race with emotion and hope. 


Until quite recently many people in the West were under the spell of a perfidious 
play, cunningly thought up by the “psychological warfare” specialists, claiming that 
both “superpowers” -- the USSR and the United States -- bear equal responsibility 
for the arms race and that therefore this struggle should not be taken too seriously. 


However, mo matter how hard bourgeois news media try to hush up the constant stream 
of new Soviet peace initiatives, no matter how they distort our proposals, no matter 
how hard they try to present white as black and black as white, people everywhere are 
increasingly ridding themselves of this paralyzing delusion. The same thing has been 
happening over and over again for many months now. The USSR puts forward clean, 
precise, simple, generally comprehensible, and entirely feasible proposals; the 
United States promises to study them and subsequently announces: No, this does not 
sult us. And the reaction of many millions of people echoes throughout the planet. 
First, universal interest in the Soviet proposals and hope that at any moment a 
mutually acceptable solution may be found; bewilderment and disillusionment at ; 
Washington's negative reaction, followed by indignation and outrage at this reaction, 
and, finally, determination to fight against it. 


However, even if the pernicious concept of “equal responsibility” still survives here 
and there in the West, it has currently been dealt a crushing blow by the selfsame 
leaders who rejected out of hand the new proposals put forward by M.S. Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee 29 March in his speech on Soviet 


television. 


You will recall, comrades, that the speech was broadcast Saturday night. And it was 
immediately picked up and reported throughout the world by radio and television 
stations. The world learned that Moscow had again created a real opportunity for 
ending the nuclear arms race, which is becoming more and more dangerous. 





Despite the fact that the United States responded to the unilateral Soviet moratorium 
on nuclear explosions with a clearly provocative and defiant nuclear weapon test, 
Moscow -- even on that occasion -- did not slam the door, although it was clearly 
being pushed to do so. 


"As for our unilateral moratorium,” M.S. Gorbachev stated, “I am able to say that it 
remains in force until 31 March 1986. Sut even after this date, as we have stated, we 
will not carry out nuclear explosions provided that the United States acts likewise. 
We are giving the U.S. Administration another chance to adopt a responsible decision, 
namely to stop nuclear explosions.” 


“Otherwise,” the Soviet leader went on, “the Soviet Union will resume tests. This 
must be perfectly clear. We regret this, but we will be forced to act in this way 
because we cannot sacrifice our own security and the security of our allies.” 

And to ensure that itdoes mot come to that, M.S. Gorbachev offered on behalf of the 
Soviet Union to meet with President Reagan in London, Rome, or any other European 
capital in order to reach agreement on ending nuclear tests. 


It was evening in Moscow, while in far-off California, where the U.S. President had 
gone to spend the Easter vacation at his favorite cowboy ranch, the sun was shining 
brightly. The President was, of course, briefed on the Soviet leader's proposal! 
without delay. S68ut he was busy thinking about other things. te was preparing his 
Saturday radio address extolling the U.S. Navy's recent agression against Libya «nd 
threatening Nicaragua. The answer to the new Soviet proposal was given there sad 
then by Donald Regan, the White House chief of staff, who accompanics the President 
everywhere and hastened to give an interview to U.S., British, and French news agency 
correspondents just an hour after the Soviet leader's speech. It was a categorical 
"No." 


Please note, that this time the U.S. Administration did mot even deem it necessary to 
promise “to study the Soviet proposal,” which it did on previous occasions of this 
kind. In view of the attractiveness of Moscow's new initiative, which immediately 
met with approval and support, it was decided to stifle from the outset any rising 
hopes that an accord might be achieved. 


The ansver was cynical and defiant: We, Regan declared, will nonetheless test our 
nuclear weapons; the next explosion is scheduled to be carried owt in Nevada in mid- 
April and we do not intend to postponm’ it; and we do not want any summit in Europe 
to discuss ending nuclear weapons tests. 


In reacting so defiantly, and I would say recklessly, to the Soviet Unton's warning that 
that it is necessary to act with the utmost responsibility at this cructal moment 

when the question of whether or not there is to be a new rownd of the nuclear arms 

race is being decided, the gentlemen who had gathered in California were guided by a 
primitive gamble on the mentality of the average American citizen. They etill belleve 
that the notorious “position of strength policy,” which is capable of evoking another 
bout of chauvinism among the supporters of the present U.S. Administration and of 
intimidating its opponents, will also work on a worldwide ecale. 
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Alas. instead of grasping this excellent opportunity to end al. nuclear tests once and 
for all and thereby take the first real step toward nuclear disarmament Vashington is 
practically seeking excuses to continue escalating the arms race. One such excuse vas 
the flimsy argument about the inadequacy of verification procedures for policing an 
underground test ban. The Soviet Union has disposed of this argument completely by 
declaring it would accept any form of verification, including on-site inspection. Even 
flimeter are recent arguments about the Soviet Union being ahead in nuclear testing, or 
having violated its treaty undertakings. 


Ae for vague charges about the Soviet Union having possible viclated nuclear test agree- 
sents. sech as the threshold test ban treaty of 1974, a highly relevant fact on this 
score has been reported from Washington by the world's major new agencies this week. 
According to these reports, the director of the Central Intelligence Agency, Willian 
sey, has ordered drastic changes in the way his agency jJydges the yield of Soviet 
necleer weapons teets following determinations that its estimates vere too high. 
According to edministration officials cited by THE NEW YORK TIMES, Casey's decision has 
sliled tate question past administration claims that Soviet tests may have violated the 


threshold teet ban treaty. 


it’s a pity that practically each of these Vashington excuses is dutifully echoed in 

wed on Little wonder that even Denis Healey, a Labour Party leader who can hardly be 
suspected of any pro-Soviet leanings, this week felt constrained to level strong criti- 
fem ot the Comeerwative government's tacit agreement with Washington's refusal to begin 
: eetrective d@dtalogue with a view to achieving a comprehensive test ban. 


Ake the Sewlet leader Mikhail Gorbachev sald the other day, he felt certain that 
the proper conclusions from this refusal would be drawn by the world public 
=e well ae the Soviet Union. It has, he said, become particularly clear who's 


who in world politics. 
World Opinion Supports Ban 
(pOS22™ Meecow Television Service in Russian 1430 GMT 5 Apr 86 


"WESTTYA Political Obeerver Stanislav Kondrashov commentary; from the "Vremya” 


news ast 
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Let us take Chancellor, an old and eminent U.S. television obeerwer. Aboot 

3 days ago he noted: Divergence in word and deed is not working in favor of 
the United States now, since it is precisely the United States that hase bees 
mounting up its nuclear armaments at the highest rate for the past 20 wears. 


Or Egon Bahr, prominent West German Social Democrat. He hee made it ear for himself 


yet another time. I quote -- the United States only save “ne to all attempts te etes 
the spiralling arms race. 


In Japan, the daily TOKYO SHIMBUN, and not only it, condemns the Weshinetom poeitioe o-= 
the isewve of nuclear tests. And finally, ome more quotation, quite lemethw bet an 
expressive one, from the London weekly THE OBSERVER. The Weet would be etenmed, THE 
ORS*RVER writes, if Gorbachev were subjected to emotions! ouwtburets which, whee {ft comes 
to Washington, we regard as normal practice in U.S. foreige policies. If the Sewtet 
Navy took on one of the weaker representatives of the capitaliet world, sant ships and 
downed planes, the British Howse of Commons and the prees would lone be ehoedderiog froe 
anger and indignation. A real cause for concern would then arise, THE ORSFPVER gore on, 
that a person who exercises the power he was endowed with in such an offhand way, can 
not be entrusted with responsibility for nuclear veapons. 


What do all these words mean’? That the feeling of common sense and of responsibility 

is in an increasing way associated in the world with the position of Meecow, and set 
with that of Washington -- even by those, I repeat, who byw merit of their convict tone 
and views rather believe Washington and not the other way rownd. It It precteely the 
reason why Washington is nervous and trying to brush off the Seviet peace initiatives as 
a propaganda var. The extreme right among ''.S. politicians literally dream shout Moscow 
slamming the door and thus making their position easier. 


The latent shifts in the giant massif which is called the world public opinion do ner 
occur rapidly, and there are no seiemograhs which could measure their magnitude. One 
thing is quite clear however: The movement of this meesif ic obeerwed in the direct ton 
of those who display platitudes, wisdom, and self-possession in our dangerous eee. And 
those who display opposite qualities, find it increasingly difficult te obetrect thie 
movement . 


Secret Testing Concept Refuted 


LD062013 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1400 G1T 6 Apr 86 


[From the “International Panorama” program presented by Gennadiy Gerasimov! 


[Text] It is not easy to deal with the United States. The President has 4 meeting with 
Katya Lyceva and tells her that he is for peace, that peace its his dream, and that he te 
ready to do anything to eliminate ouclear weapons. But in order to eliminate them, let 
ws stop nuclear tests, at least, for a start, this is so logical. But they tell us no. 
And they explain their refusal by saying that they have to catch up with ws. But here 
is a diagram |video shows pie chart with table above it listing numbers of nuclear explo- 
stone carried out by the United States, USSR, France, Britain and China and percentages 
in pie wedges. Caption on diagram gives source as Swedish Defense Imetitute! If one 
takes the nuclear tests carried owt by 211 countries as 100 percent, then 51 percent 
belong to the Americans, more than that of all the others taken torether. They alee 
explain their refusal by saying that, you see, the nuclear arsenal must be rechecked 
regularly to see that it is in combat condition, and has not rusted. 
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[Shishlin}] You + aibsolutely right. It is true that the United States would like to 
create the litions in various directions under which it would be simply too com- 
plicated to achieve sens‘ble compromises because the movement to a sensible conm- 
promise can oniy be bilateral. But I believe that it is worth alsc mentioning that the 


Soviet Union has strong nerves, and the strategic line of the Soviet Union to strengthen 
peace, and to ensure international security is not a fluctuating one but a long-term 
I do not believe that the Soviet Union will lack self-control, patience, 


> 


policy. 
persistence, or goodwil! to overcome this cold wind that blows today from Washington. 


[Fischer] But will the Soviet tmion now slam the door if there is another explosion 
of a nuclear charge in the United States, despite all the international protests? 


se 


[Shishlin] No, The Soviet Union will, of course, keep open the door for negotiations, 
for dialogue with the United States. I am convinced that, there are in the United 
States political circles that are even further right than the President, even if it is 
difficult tc be further right than Reagan, These circles want the continuation of the 
nuclear tests in the United States to be the shove that leads to the dialcgue between 
the the USSR and the Unified States being interrupted for a long time. It seems to me, 
however, that cbjectivel, not only the USSR, but the United States is also interested 
in continuing the Soviet-American dialogue. I therefore belleve that the U.S. nuclear 


tests and the position now adopted by the administration are not Washington's last word. 


[Fischer] The Sovict Union has made it clear that it will have to resume its nuclear 
tests if the United States, despite all the protests throughout the world, explodes 


another nuciear charge. 


iShishlin Well. if the United States continues its series of nuclear tests, the USSR 
tervat! hut to resume its tests. What is important however, is above 
' thet ¢ et Union has wade its choice for a complete sto» to all nuclesr tests 
in the wor . We will continue to stick to that. 
ff ear tests would not mean that this problem would then be pushed 


mave return to thte« problem, because without 
political climate in the world is 
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Sukhin Cites Gorbachev 
LD031645 Moscow TASS International Service in Russian 1552 GMT 3 Apr 86 
["Concern Over the State of Soviet-U.S. Relations"--TASS headline] 


[Excerptj; Moscow, 3 Apr (TASS) -- The answers of Mikhail Gorbachev CPSU Central Conm- 
mittee General Secretary to the Algerian weekly REVOLUTION AFRICAINE were published 
today. I would like to draw your attention to some evaluations of the international 
situation contained in this interview at this meeting, Valeriy Sukhin, deputy chief 

of the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs Press Department said. He spoke today in the 
press center of the USSR Minis.ry of Foreign Affairs at a briefing for Soviet and 
foreign journalists. 

The USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs representative in particular focused attention on 
Mikhail Gorbachev's words to the effect that the conclusion between the Soviet Union 
and the United States of an agreement on the cessation of nuclear explosions would 
have an enormous real significance because it would be a barrier to perfecting nuclear 
weapons and to creating new forms of then. 


Although we immediately heard a negative statement in response to the new address by 
the Soviet leader to the President of the United States, we nevertheless hope that both 
the President and his immediate circles and the Congress will still consider this 
proposal. 


Hundreds of states and peoples live in the world and want a better life. The leaders 

of the USSR and the United States bear the responsibility for preserving and strengthen- 
ing peace not only for their own, but also for all other peoples, Valery Sukhin 
stressed. 


U.S. Breaks Word 
LDO032253 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 3 Apr 86 


[Talk by APN political observer Gennadiy Gerasimov; from the "Vremya” newscast ] 


iText] Hello, comrades. As you know, the treaty on banning nuclear weapons 
tests on the ground, under water, and in space was signed by the United States. 


he treaty was concluded in Moscow in 1963 and ite participants expressed the deter- 
mination, and I quote: to etrive to achieve for all time the halting of all nuclear 
weapon test explosions and to cont tnue talke for this purpose. That wee the promise. 


izwain the United States gave tte word in 1969 when it signed the treaty on the non 
fferation of nuclear weapvens, which reaffirme the promise of 1963. 
hee , f the word given ¥ the United States and of how much tt In worth ta it: 


eat :, (bene ould continue thie parade fi promises up | the present day Recently 
1 @! delegation at the Geneva disarmament conterence relterated ritu 
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The White House statement on Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's television speech of 29 
March opens with a complaint about the difficulty of verification. But we also are in 
favor cf verification. However, the fact is that from the technical viewpoint, moni- 
toring and verification have ceased to be a problen. 


Recently a work was brought out on this subject, prepared by a staff member of the 
Stockholm International Peace Problems Research Institute. The book is entitled 
"Verification: How Much is Enough?" [by Allan Ss. Krass] It tells of the quite super- 
lative technical facilities for detection and monitoring, and draws the conclusion that 
the main obstacleis a political one -- that is, the absence of the desire and will, 
which is aggravated by psychological obstacles. It says that to get out of this impasse 
it is necessary to cooperate for the achievement of some common goal. As the book says, 
this inverse relationship and this interrelationship shows that disarmament and trust 

go hand in hand. 


indeed, we have invited the United States to cooperate in overcoming the evil logic of 
the armaments race, as Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev said in his replies to the Algerian 
journal REVOLUTION AFRICAINE. We invite the United States to follow our example and to 
make the moratorium on tests everlasting. 


But it seems that the Pentagon has a timetable for explosions. There are 16 scheduled 
for this year; let the world be indignant, let legal commitments be broken -- explosions 
are more important for the United States. 


Administration ‘Forced to Maneuver' 


LDO31815 Moscow TASS in English 1742 CMT 3 Apr 86 


[Text] Washington April 3 TASS -- TASS correspondent Nikolay Turkatenko reports: Is it 
possible to reach such a limit of cynicism as to claim that continuing nu lear arms 
testing... strengthens international security and even prevents a proliferation of 
nuclear weapons? It turns out that it is possible. It is precisely such claims that 
are contained in a letter published here of Frank Guffney, U.S. deputy assistant 
secretary of defence, addressed to Edward Markey, member of the U.S. House of 


Representatives. The congressman turned to the Pentagon for explanation tthe 


administrat ion's stand on the issue of a gen ral and complete ban o maciear arme 
testing. 

This problem isa now in the foreground of polittcal Lite to the A a 7 T ( ole 
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Considering these sentiments, the U.S. Administration, which is building up the arms 
race for the benefit of the military-industrial complex, is forced to manoeuvre. Its 
representatives claim that they are in general for such a treaty, yet not now, but some 
time in the future -—- the more distant future the better. This theme is echoed in the 
above-mentioned letter from the representative of the Pentagon. It is the long-term aim 
of the United States, the letter said, to conclude a treaty on general and complete 
prohibition of nuclear arms testing. After paying lip service to that lofty aim, the 
author of the letter returns to its Pantagon positions. So far, it said, nuclear 
testing is necessary, since its termination would allegedly lead to a swift build up of 
nuclear weapons by the nuclear powers in order to “make sure that these weapons are 
efficient. [no closing quotation mark as received] 


One cannot help being amazed by such a distorted logic of the high-ranking officials of 
the U.S. Administration, which is using sordid methods in order to confuse public and 
carry on nuclear testing at all costs and at an even higher rate. Thus, right after 

the underground blast of a nuclear device in a Nevade test, range on March 23, the White 
House was in a hurry to announce a forthcoming new nuclear blast. As American experts 
and the press admit, this testing is connected zhove all with the feverish build up of 
its arsenals of the latest nuclear weapons by the USA and the “star wars” programme. It 
is not accidental that the draft military budget of the USA for the 1987 fiecal year 
provides for a 24 per cent increase, as compared with the current year, in appropria- 
tion on research to create new nuclear arms systems alone. This, as the BIULLETIN OF 
ATOMIC SCIENTISTS points out, makes the growth of spending on these aims very swift. On 
top of that, as the “TIME” weekly says, big additional sums are granted to the Pentagon 
under “covert articles." Such covert appropriations on research, development and 
purchase of secret weapons increased from 892 million dollars in 1981 to 8.6 billion 
dollars planned for next fiscal year, the journal stresses. 


Adelman Remarks Criticized 
PMO031507 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 30 Mar 86 Morning Edition p 4 
[TASS report: "K. Adelman Statement" | 


[Text] Washington, 29 Mar -- Despite the world public's persitatent damande t: 

ton to accede to the USSR's unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions the & 
administration intends to continue nuclear teste. This was confirmed in an Inter, 
given to AP by ©. Adelmar, director of the U.S. Arme Control and Disarmanent Agen: 
[ACDA] 


“ty meane of 1 lear teete we should guarantee the maxinauwm rellabtiite 
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According to the U.S. press, this position taken by the administration is connected 
primarily with plans to modernize and build up the nuclear arsenals and also with the 
“star wars” program. During the interview, Adelman hinted that the tests at the 
Nevada range are aimed specifically at creating |sozdaniye] new types of nuclear 
warheads. 


The U.S. ACDA director again put forward absurd fabrications about alleged “viola- 
tions” by the Soviet Union of treaties signed by it in the arms limitation sphere. 
However, Adelman's own comments show who has actually chosen the path of violating and 
undermining the joint Soviet-U.S. accords in this sphere. For example, the administra- 
tion representative bluntly stated that Washington is considering the question of ex- 
panding its nuclear submarine fleet in such a way as to exceed the limitations im- 
posed by the SALT II treaty on the number of strategic midsiles with multiple 

warheads. 


‘Restraint’ Not Infinite 
PMO040848 Moscow NOVYE VREMYA in Russian No 12, 21 Mar 86 pp 12-13 


[Article by Lev Semeyko, deputy chairman of the Soviet Peace Defense Committee 
Disarmament Commission: "USSR-United States: Mutual Examples Are Needed" | 


[Excerpts] Now that a real possibility of ending the madness of the arms race is 
being opened up, new tasks are facing not only governments but also the peoples’ 
movement for peace: They must define their position, elaborate forms and consistency 
of actions, and begin to act. The peace champions’ unity of purpose also gives rise to 
a common approach to achieving it. This is the chief thing. Of course, owing to the 
complexity of the problems of war and peace and the multifarious compost ion of the 
movement of peace-loving forces, its members have different viewpoints on how the 
disarmament process should proceed. But one difference here is of a fundamenta! 


nature 

Many peace champions in the West believe that it is necessery to begin with the USSR's 
unilateral diearmament. Why? Because they sincerely hope that the United States wil! 
without faii follow the Soviet exanmle, and then the way t general and completes 
disarmament will be clear. Moreover representatives of certain antiwar organiza 


tion ive repeatedly assured us that, If the Washington administration and NAITO d 


not temwedtately meet the USSR halfway, tte tie tighter for peace wt make tiv j 
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Only Together 


An example from recent history is significant in thie commection -- the U.S. Adminis- 

tration’s attitude toward the Soviet-American Joint statement on agreed arias iples of 

disarmament talks (1961). Soon after President Nixon entered the White House in 1969 

the USSR proposed resuming the talks on general and complete disarmament on the besis. 
of the statement. | 


But the U.S. President refused. Recalling that period, the well-known U.S. scientist 
and public figure C. Price says that, astounded at that refusal, he turned for an ex- 
planation to F. Ikle, then director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. “I 

was even more astounded,” Price points out, “When Doctor Ikle, that product ef the 
military-industrial complex, told me I was naive: We never intended to take the agreed 
statement seriously. It was simply propaganda to counter Russian propaganda!” Not 
satisfied with that reply, Price tried to get an explanation from W. Foster, who headed 
the agency at the time the joint statement was drawn up. This is what he replied: 
“Jack Kennedy and I were sincere in our support for the aims of the statement that was 
being drawn up,” but after the USSR agreed to those aims, “our most difficult nego- 
tiations were not with the Russians but with the Pentagon.” 


The present situation must not repeat that described by Price. The Soviet-American 
joint statement in Ceneva last November must not be regarded as a new model of a U.S. 
propaganda concession. The American public and sober-minded circles in Washington 
still have to deal a serious rebuff to the U.S. forces (and they are the same force: 

as 15 years ago) which oppose the practical realization of the provisions of the 
Geneva statement and the concept set forth once again at the 27th CPSU Congress of cur 
tailing the nuclear arms race, eliminating nuclear arms, and preventing the militariza- 


tion of space. 


The Soviet Union cannot endlessly display unilateral restraint, particularly with re- 
gard to nuclear tests. If the United States and its allies continue to totally ig- 
nore examples of our country's love of peace and, moreover, respond to them by 
stepping up the arms race, the Soviet Union will be faced with the need to take 
countermeasures to ensure its security and that of its allies, 


It is atill not too late to avoid a new twise to the arms race spiral. At the sam 
time, the antiwar movements do not have so much time left at their disposal t changes 
the present atiuation with the help of such vigorous mass actions as forced the United 
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Chervov on Test Ban 
LDO21830 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1700 GMT 2 Apr 86 


[Interview with Colonel General Nikolay Fedorovich Chervov, directorate chief 
of the USsR Armed Forces General Staff, by unidentified correspondent, date and 
place noc given; live or recorded--from the “Vremya™ newscast } 


[Text] [Correspondent] Nikolay Fedorovich, as we know, a routine nuclear blast was 
carried out in Nevada on 22 March. The press have reported that new tests are being 
prepared. That is, it is clear that the U.S. Administration is refusing to cease nu- 
clear tests. At the same time Washington declares that the United States has allegedly 
fallen behind the USSR in this sphere and, therefore, must cont inue its tests. What 


can you savy about this? 


iChervov] Such statements by the leaders of the U.S. Administration do not accord 
with reality. Facts show that the United States has carried out more nuclear blasts 
than all the world's nuclear powers put together. Compared with the USSR, the United 
States has carried out approximately one-third more nuclear blasts. An* the United 
States has carried out more nuclear blasts in each individual environment -- in the 


atmosphere, under the ground, and under water. 


If one looks at the situation over the past 2 years, the picture here is thus: 

In 1984, the United States and the USSR carried out approximately equal numbers of 
tests of nuclear weapons; in 1985, the United States carried out 18 nuclear blaste« 
while the USSR, before the introduction of the moratorium, that is, before 6 August, 
carried out only 9 nuclear blasts, and 2 of these were for peaceful aims -- thus, 
virtually only half the number. These are the statistics. As you can see, there can 
be no question of any falling behind by the United States in this sphere. On the 
ontrary, during the time that the moratorium has been in operation, the gap in 

favor of the United States has increased even further. Therefore, those who say that 
the United States has ailegedly fallen behind the USSR would in fact like to secure 
this position for the United States in which they should and would have the opportunity 
t ntinve nuclear teste, to create new types of nuclear weapons, to build up nuclear 
itreenals, and thus initiate a nuclear arms race. The real reason for the unwil)] lagness 
i .5. Administration to renounce nuclear blasts lies in ite wish to destroy 
the military balance in its own favor. It is prectsely toward this that the program 

f creating tdaniye] nuclear charges for various purposes for epace-etrike weapons 

' rding to the"star ware” plan and aleo the programe for creating |sozdaniye! and 

y mew etrategic armamente - in particular the baillliatic misetles MF, fident t!, 


an Midgetma are aimed. Ihere are simply no other reasons. Such ie the truth, 


rien} ie ihank’ ’ 7) 











= April wae 
; + oo * >rts mrt se 
; : ear tests, 
lest ructi Ana trom 
: S : ; _r 
. thi cpend 
star wars” program. Let 
\dministration, up ¢t md 
» ’ id ther ?f iguré Ss. wt 


ear explosions being 
f the so-called “St rategi« 


tive irm@s race into outer 


progran. 


1 | the United States to 
vith the militarizat ton 


the cause of disarmament and, 


nir i scering, not be 


ion is a legitimate and 


d Edition p 3 


‘> : * 
: 
‘ ’ ’ ‘ ‘ | ‘ 
‘ 7 i? eT ’ 
’ a : ‘ t hye ? 
‘ | ; yF 
, ’ _ 





in the conditions of the total unacceptability of muclear war, not confrontation, but 
peaceful coexistence betveen systems must become the law in interstate relations. On 
the basis of this inescapable political axton, time congress stressed that the strueel. 
against the nuclear danger and the arms race and for the preservation and strenethe: 
of universal peace is the party's main line in the world arena. 


An all-embracing program for this struggle, taking the form of an alloy of the philoso- 
phy of the formation of a secure world in the nuclear and space age and a platform of 
concrete actions, vas put forward in the 15 January 1986 statement by M.S. Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and developed in the congress docu 
ments. “It is a question specifically of a concrete plan of action with a strict time 
frame,” the CPSU Central Committee Political Report to the congress stressed. “The 
USSR intends to strive persistently for its teplementation, seeing this as the central 
avenue of its foreign policy in the coming years.” 


The large-scale Soviet initiatives are at the center of the world public's attention. 
The international reactions to them are to be found in millions of lines of print in 
newspapers and magazines and thousands of kilometers of teletype tape. Of course, these 
reactions are not identical -- they depend on the positions expressed by the particular 
mass information organ and the forces behind it. But if we highlight the basic, main 
element from among the flow of remarks, there is every reason to say: The Soviet init- 
fatives have been assessed on all continents as historic in their scale and signifi 
cance, because their implementation would open wp for mankind a fundamentally different 
phase of development and an opportunity to concentrate on creation alone. It is 
stressed particularly that the international policy of the CPSU and the Soviet state 
arises from the humane nature of the socialist society, which is free of exploitation 
and oppression and has no classes or social groups with an interest in unleashing ware, 
and that this policy is indissoulubly linked with the strategic tasks of the USSR's 
accelerated socioeconomic development and expresses the Soviet people's one desire 

to engage in creative labor and live in peace with all the peoples. 


And that is indeed so. What, in fact, are the basic principles of the program for uni 
versal security through disarmament which is today the pivot of Soviet foreten poltc 
strategy and tactics? The core of this program, which is based on the premice that true 
security in our age is guaranteed not by an extremely high level, but by an extreme) 
low level of the strategic balance, is the proposal on the elimination of nuclear wea- 
pons by stages, with a ban on space strike arms. Mankind can and must enter the M 
millenium free from the fear of nuclear catastrophe. A real step along the path t 


this goal is the complete ending and prohibition of nuclear weapon teste, because not 
conducting such tests means beginning to move toward the elimination of nuclear arsena 
At the same time the USSR is in favor of completely eliminatiag chemical weapon: 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPOSALS 


PRAVDA QUESTIONS U.S. CLAIMS ON TEST CURB BREACHES 
PMO070°40 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 4 Apr 86 First dition p 5 


[Own correspondent A. Tolkunov dispatch under the rubric “Rejoinder": “Feeling 
Depressed..."] 


[Text New York~--There is alarm in the White House. Do the Russians possess a 
new * cret weapon? Is there new information about the increasing “Soviet threat?” 
Or pe haps Mcscow is "not playing fair" at the arms control talks? 


No, it is much worse. It appears that the Russians are not cheating. The point is that 
secret investigation data of a number of U.S. intelligence services have become known in 
Washingtcn. They call in question the administration's previous “conclusions” that the 
Soviet Union is allegedly violating the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear 
Weapon Tests, signed by our countries but, incidentally, not ratified by the U.S. 
Congress. Yet it is precisely these “conclusions” which provided one of the arguments 
for the administration's refusal to join the moratorium and much else. 


This is why Washington administration steffers are in such a state now. The Presicent 
has signed Directive 202 which demands that a report be submitted on how the new 
evaluation of information about Soviet tects will affect earlier U.S. claims that Moscc 
has violated its treaty obligations. The situation is indeed very tricky if even k. 
Batzel, the director of the Livermore Laboratory where new nuclear warheads are being 
developed, declares on the basis of received information that the Russians “have not 


been deceiving us." 


And so they are arguing endlessly in the administration now whether or not to withdraw 
that accusation. The “hawks” through whose fault nuciear explosions continue to rock 
the Nevada desert are very loath to lose face. A “Solomonic solution” has been 
suggested by R. Perle, assistant secretary of defense, who proposed that the admini-~ 
stration seal and suppress the compromising intelligence information. As if it had 
never existed, and have done with it. 


/8309 
CsO: 5200/1328 
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NUCLEAR TESTING AND FREE ZONE PROPGSALS 


WARSAW PACT PROPCSES NUCLEAR- FREE ZONES IN EUROPE 
Pact Message to West 
PM091306 Moscow PRAVDA in Pussian $ Apr 84 First Edition p 4 


{“Socialist Countries Proposal in the Interest of Freeing Europe From Nuclear 

| Weapons™ | 

[Text] The address by the Warsaw Treaty member-states to the European nations, the 
United States, and Canada “n the questicn of estabiishing nuclear-free zones in Europe 
was given to the Embassies of Austria, Belgium, Creat Britain, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Creece, Mnmark, Spain, Italy, Cyprus, the Netherlands, Portugal, the United 


States. Turkey, Finia:d, France, Switzerland, Sweden, and Yugoslavia at the Bulgeritan 
Foreign Ministry on 8 April 1986, as agreed by the Warsaw Treaty member-states. 


The document is being handed over to the other Furopean nations and Canada through the 
Bulgarian Embassies in Moscow, Yelyrade, Berne, London, Luxembourg, Peris, and Rome. 


The latest ini:tative by the « Soctalist countries is a concrete manifestation of 
the agreed foreign policy cov. worked out at the Sofia meeting of the Warsaw Treaty 
Political Consultative Committee. 


It accords with the program for establishing a nuclear-free wor!td advanced in Mikhail! 
Gorbachev's 15 January 1986 statement end with the proposals set out in the communique 
of the Warsaw meeting of the Foreign Ministers Committee. 


The Warsaw Treaty member-states express the hope that the European «countries, the 
United States, and Canada will give attention to the address and respond to it in a 
Constructive spirit. Address by the Warsaw Pact member-states to the European states, 
the United States, and Canada on the Question of Establishing Nuclear-Free Zones in 


Europe::. 


In today's complex international situation, when the peoples of Europe and the whole of 
mankind are faced with a question in all its acuteness — to live in peace or to perish 
in nuclear «:« -— the Warsaw Pact member-states believe that decisive actions and 
specific measures are necessary more than ever in order to immediately end the arms 
race, primarily the nuclear arms race; to prevent its spread into space; and to begin 
disarmament and the elimination of the nuclear threat. 
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establishment of sucleer-free somes in vertices perts of ferope Tete idee enters Wa 
support of periiemeats, politice! perties. end broad public circles. Froepeeel«a of the 
establishrent of such stones in the coetinest heve bees pet forward ss af tepertert 
measure for strengthening confidence at the Stocthole coeference,. emt ere being ce eninedt 
st other taternetions! forwes. The Ueited Setioms etteches greet tapertence to the 


establiichment of suclear-free rones. 


The Warsew Pect sember-etetes ere asgeinet the belldep of geclser eres both ff lerepe 
and everywhere in the world Tey ere ie fever of belting ferther siting of mer leer 
eres cn the continent, in faevor of the reduction of secleer eres, end for the complete 
liberation of Europe from both aedium-range end tactica! aucleer eres. Their propoeei« 
on this eccownt remain velid. 


The Versew Pact mexber-etetes bese their views om the fect thet the reelicetios of 
proposals for the creation of sones completely free of secleer weapons to vrerious 
regions of Europe depends on political will, end om the jotet decision of the tetereeted 
states of the corresponding regions. further efforts om their pert. ené en tacresee 

in the constructive contribution on the pert of other setetes. ere require¢. Accorés 
for the creation of aucleer-free somes should correspond to the commonly recoentre 
nores of international law, end show!ld secure « reliable cbeerwence of their geewine’y 
nuclear-free status with appropriete vertficatior. 
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25 April 1986 


TASS CITES NORWAY'S STRAY--Oslo March 24 TASS--Norwegien Foreign Minister 

Sven Stray criticized the USA for its latest nuclear explosion at the Nevada 
testing site. Speaking on Norwegian television, he voiced his amazement 

that the U.S. Administration had went on [as printed] with nuclear weapon tests 
despite numerous appeals and demands addressed to it. "In the presen* situation 
the United States should have shown more restraint and caution," he said. 

[Text] [Moscow TASS in English 0734 GMT 24 Mar 86] /8309 


TASS CITES SWEDEN'S CARLSSON--Siockholm March 24 TASS--Today Prime Minister 
Ingvar Carlsson of Sweden condemned the USA's testing ae nuclear device at the 
proving ground in Nevada on Saturday. A report about the test, the head of the 
Swedish Government said, arouses great disappointment. A nuclear test 
moratorium is an vffective instrument for stemming tht arms race. 

Ingvar Carlsson positively assessed the USSR's stand in this matter. “Tne 
leaders of the six countries," he recalled, “appealed to Mikhail Gorbachev, 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, and to President Ronald Reagan 
of the United States not to conduct nuclear explosions until a new Soviet- 

U.S. summit meeting. In response the Soviet leader stated the readiness of 

the Soviet side to extend its unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions 
beyond March 31, this year, until the United States cunducted another test. 
Therefore, particular regret is being aroused by the fact that the USA has now 
preferred to carry out such an explosion.” The prime minister of Sweden 
emphasized that the six countries would continue their energetic activities with 
a view to achieving a comprehensive termination of nuclear tests. "“Representa- 
tives of our countries established contacts recently with the aim of working 
out additional measures in this direction," he said. [Text] [Moscow TASS 

in English 0745 GMT 25 Mar 86] /8309 


PRC DENIES TALKS WITH U.S.--Beijing, 25 Mar--A PRC Foreign Ministry spokesman 
has denied a report in the U.S. newspaper THE WASHINGTON POST that the 
United States is discussing with the PRC the installation on PRC territory 
of American seismic equipment for recording “underground nuclear tests in the 
Soviet Union." As reported by XINHUA, the PRC Foreign Ministry spokesman 
described the report as “unfounded.” [Text] [Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 

26 Mar 86 Morning Edition p 5] /8309 


CSO: 5200/1328 
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25 April 1986 


RELATED ISSUES 


REVIEW OF SOVIET MONOGRAPH ON AVOIDING NUCLEAR WAR 


Moscow MIRCVAYA EKONOMIKA I MEZHDUNAROPNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian No 2, 
Feb 86 (signed to press 14 Jan 86) pp 135-137 


[A. Lebedev review: "The Choice Facing Mankjad"] 


[Text] “The course of world development .. confronting mankind with many 
questions of a global nature. Scientific thought must provide the correct 
answers to these questions”--these are words from the draft new CPSU Program. 
The collective of the USSR Academy of Sciences IMEMO is making its contribution 
to the accomplishment of the task set by the party. Five years ago its 
specialists published the monograph "Global Problems of the Present Day,” 
which was evaluated positively by the readers. The scientists continued the 
work, the result of which was the book in question.* The "Mysl" Publishing 
House plans the publication of further of the institute's studies devoted to 
global problems. 


The priority place among such problems belongs, naturally, to the task of 
preventing nuclear war, halting the arms race and switching to disarmament. 
“The problem of war and peace,” the monograph notes, "is now one of the 
principal, all-embracing problems of historical development and the central 
problem of world politics ensuing from the main regularities of our era. 
Survival of the human race has become the absolute priority in international 
affairs and an indispensable condition not only of the solution of all 

other problems of states’ mutual relations but also of progressive social 
development in general" (pp 6-7). 


Proceeding from the fact, the authors write, that only a “comprehensive 
class approach is capable of leading to a scientific answer to the question 
concerning the content of the objective prerequisites of the prevention of 
wars" (p 263), the book examines essentially ail basic aspects of the problem 
of the removal of the threat of a nuclear catastrophe. It characterizes the 
shifts in the correlation of forces in the world arena and the changes they 
have brought about in the system of international relations. The realization 
of Soviet foreign policy initiatives in the period since the 26th CPSU 


* “Tsentralnaya problema mirovoy politiki: predotvrashcheniye yadernoy 
voyny" [Central Problem of World Politics: Prevention of Nuclear War], 
Ex. ed. O.N. Bykov, doctor of historical sciences, Moscow, Izdatelstvo 


“Mysl,” 1985, p 287. 
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Congress and the effectiveness of their impact om the international situation 
are shown in their dynamics. The causes of the sharply increased ailitary 
danger--as a consequence of the policy adopted by the imperiziist powers of 
confrontation with socialism and the spiraling of the arms race--are revealed. 


From the viewpoint of the accomplishment of the main task-——prevent ion of 
nuclear war--the monograph examines Soviet-American relations, the situation 
on the European continent and in the Asia-Pacific region and other questions. 


The authors cogently criticize Western political scieatists’ concepts 
pertaining to the problems of war and peace, expose the myth of the “Soviet 
threat” and convincingly show the decisive role of the foreign policy of 
socialism in preventing a global catastrophe. “The main positive result of 
the foreign policy activity of the CPSU and the Soviet state and the fraternal 
parties and states of the socialist community throughout the postwar period,” 
the work emphasizes, “is that the socialist world has been able to worthily 
perform a duty of historic significance--preventing a new world war" (p 60). 


Socialism's achievement of military-strategic parity with the opposite systems 
serves, as the book notes, to curb the aggressive propensities of 

imperialism and is “a most important stabilizing factor throughout the systes 
of international relations” (pp 23, 21). 


The evolved correlation of military forces and the realities of the nuclear 
age are such that responsibility for the future of human civilization aust, 

it would seem, prevail over the social, political and ideological differences 
of the two opposite systems. As far as the socialist countries are concerned, 
their position is clear. The declaration of the meeting of the Warsaw 

Pact Political Consultative Committee in October 1985 in Sofia said once again 
that no differences in world outlooks and political beliefs can prevent 
unification of efforts in the struggle against the threat of general 
annihilation looming over mankind. 


American leaders also seemingly acknowledge that there could be no winners 
in a nuclear war and given assurances that they have no intention of 
encroaching on the social system of other states, interfering in their 
internal affairs and impeding the free will of the peoples. 


“However, everything is more complex and contradictory,” we read in the book, 
“in real life: finding a common denominator of the security interests of the 
socialist and capitalist states is far from easy. The main difficulty here 
is that socialist policy reflects the organic connection of the class interests 
of the progressive social system with the vital interests of mankind as a whole, 
but in imperialist policy the selfish interests of the most reactionary and 
aggressive forces of the monopoly bourgeoisie prevail over the interests of 
general peace and international security” (p 30). It is these militant 

forces of imperialism which are attempting, contrary to the realities of the era, 
to turn back the inexorable course of social development, not reckoning with 
the possible catastrophic consequences of such a course. 
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Putting their hopes in their allegedly wl limited techeclogical aed ecomoric 
possibilities, they are endeavoring to acquire wilitery superiority over 
soctalien and, having created the epringboerd for « firet strike in spece. 
establish American hegemony on Earth. 


“The first cause of the competition in the ailitery ephere.” the work euphecizes. 


“is the policy of imperialise” (p 29). The suthors show which circles are 
interested in a constant spiraling of the erme rece and how the aechenice 

of the eilitery-isdustrial complex operates. A wealth of factual metertal is 
adduced indisputably testifying that the present U.S. Administration is 
moving to break up the existing wilitery-strategic balance end ts esting for « 
cover the propagenda @yth concerning the imaginary gep of the thited States. 


But what kind of “gap™ have we here when in 10 yveers--from 1970 throwgh 1980-- 
Americar potenttal in nuclear warheeds on strategic delivery systems 
practically doubled (p 87). This dowbling occurred, furthermore, in « period 
of detente. It is not difficult to imagine what proportions silitary 
preparations have aseumed given the present avowedly militerist -ourse of the 
White House. It is planned appropriating in the next few veers approximately 
$1.8 trillion--msinly for the development and deployment of new types of 
weapons of mass extermination in the hope of creating « oucleer firet strike 
potential (p 91). American intermediate-range missiles are being heet ily 


deployed in West Europe for the same purpose. 


The USSR Academy of Sciences IMEM) specialists scrupulously analyze the 
balance of forces--both global (chapter III) and European (chapter IV)--prove 
the groundlessness of the positions of the United States ond its NATO allies 
at the negotiations on different aspects of limiting the ares race--muc lear 
and convent ional--and reveal the essence of the Soviet proposals. The data 
adduced in the monograph testify convincingly that Washington's act ions 
create a direct threat to the security of the USSR and its allies, forcing 
them to adopt retaliatory measures. 


Considering, however, the danger of th: transfer of the arms race to « new 
dimension--space--the conclusion that the state of affairs in the sphere of 
the military balance is both the main indicator of Soviet-American relations 
and th: main factor which will lead to their stabilization or destabilization 
(p 116) is pertinent and well-founded. Of course, the state of relations 
between the USSR and the United States is influenced by other factors alec, 
but the nost important prerequisite of their normalization is the renunciation 
of attempts to disrupt parity and strict observance of the principle of 


equality and equal security. 


Something else is obvious also. Namely, the achievement between the two 
countries of accords leading to a sharp reduction in strategic arms, the 
nonmilitarization of space and a lowering of the level of ailitary 
confrontation in Europe would undoubtedly be positively reflected in an overall 
improvement in the political climate and would contribute to the return of 
international relations to the channel of detente. “Detente for us,” the 

book emphasizes, “is a very broad concept. It incorporates general trends 

in the policy of states and their leaders geared not toward military 
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preperetions eed beettlity tewerd other etetes bet towerd peace’ e! 
cooperetion with thee.... Teteete te « competent em@deewer toe comtribete be 
prectice!l ecttece te « ligitetice of the eres rece aed te etrecagthee security 
om the beete of « eredes! Geepentiog of qetes! treet ce « teat ond getee! 
beste” {fs 265). 


Tr work exemtiaws the poetitive ead ot the eume tfar coetredictery caper tence 
of Geteete in fereope aed the Geweloperet of the «1]!-ferepece preceee ender 

the coeditions of the tecreseed coefreetetioen of the stetes of the tue 
evetems. “The fercecee coetineet hee « epecta!l place.” it cheerwee, “fe the 
reggie to preweet eecleer wer. It te precteelys bere thet beck the o bert ive 
and subjective prereqeticites of politica! eed eilitery deteete. weick could 
perfore « wery cometiderable and. poe vibiy. “eteruieaiang role te the 
sccompliteheeet of the aefe bieterice!l tesk of cer Gey. aube themeelwee felt 
the aoet forcefeliy” (fp 124). 


Indeed. « mucleer conflict, showld it erupt ce Gerepese sot!l. ander the 
conditions of the coefroetetion of two powrrfel eflitery-politice! ereepings. 
would inevitably leed to « globel catastrophe. This is recegeizced ta 
infleential political circles of Weeters cowetries, end the divide betweee 
the two trends in the eveter of tepertalion which ¥.I. Leete terued 
“agereesive-boergecit«” and “pacifiet™ te aantfested in perticeler relief te 
the exemple of Eerope. in other words, “hbetwres thoee whe ere soberly taking 
inte consideration the realities of the secleer age end thoee who ere 
uewilling te come to terms with theee reslities and hope to ‘repley bietery’ 
with the help of wilitery-power mechods™ (p 178). 


The Heleinki Fimel Act eloquentiy proves the possibility of the wictery of 
commonsense and « constructive end realistic approach, deapite «ll the 
attempts of world reaction to discredit detente. 


The experience of the struggle for the creation of « syetem of European 
security and cooperation. the book cbeerves, could aleo be eased to good 

effect in other regions, in the Asia-Pacific region particeleriy, with regard, 
of couree, for the specific comditions in which the peoples of this gigesat ic 
area of the world live. 


Investigating the system of comtemporary international! relations, the suthors 
analyze various factors capable of destabilizing the situation and leading to 
an increase in the threat of « general nuclear conflict. The work formuletes 
the Marxist viewpoint of the nature of crises and conflicts in world politics 
and exposes concepts prevalent current {n bourgeois political ecience. Thus 
Western specialists “for the purpose of the tdeclogical fndoctrination of 

the population actually equate conf!t-t and comtemporary international! relat ions 
as a whole and reduce the entire diversity of international! relations solely 
and exclusively to conflict” (p 205). The monograph euphasizes that attempts 
to absolutize the significance of conflicts in international relations 
wittingly or unwittingly lead to the legalization, as it were, of « globe! 
nuciear conflict aleo, portraying it as fatally predetermined. 
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The sethers shew coewiee fegit the pewetbi lite ant sereeetite af the eete heme 
of the aeet ecete tetermet tees!) of cregbene! coeflicte be gselittice! eee. 
prevest iog their cocelet ice te the pellet bhewee? ehic® «© aetie anf 
irreweretbic slide toward wee leer wer could begin The etgetiicemce of the 
ob tect ive fecter. tec be@iee gee © compeeeret thereet oe the “TY bertble 
politics! ete’ of etete leedere. te soted bere ( TW). 


le « weed, the pivotal tCheaght cemeieg three? «!! chapters of the eect i& 
qeretion te thet the comers! of ger leer wer fe peeetble. Seamer 
eetegeeietic the aeie coetredict hee betwree sec iel ian ant capital iam. heuewer 
greet the themet te peace created by the pelice of egereeeioe Gepertul fet 
ctecles. wer te wot « fetel teewitebilite. The etetyr aedie be epee tel fete 

of the tmetitete coeriec ingly comfires the treaeadees theeretica!l and 
ideclegics!-politicel sigetificasce ef this com leetce comteteaed te the éreft 
new veretce of the CPST Preeree. 


The grewieg poteetial of the peace forces leeds credeace te the victery of 
commerernse and the ol t imete cetebt!) iehuwet fc letermet beme! reletioss of the 
priectole of the peacefel coexteteece of etetes with €iffereet sectel evetene. 
This poteetial bes beee retiaferced cometiderabiy by the lerge-erele. trely 
redicel peece tnitiet ives which the Sewte: Deiee e+ pet ferwerd receet iy, 
which ©.5. Gorbeckes bee called « “proeree for (he recewery of the ceploetive 
fetereetions! sefiteetice.“” Prefeeed tetereet te the preeerwetion of peace ond « 
belt te the erase rece fe betes Cleplered by the owerwheletiee aeterity of Avtee. 
Africas end Latico Aeexvtoes etetes. Act iwer soweeret«s of the breedeet people's 
eeeees oo «1! cont ineens bhewe become «¢ lome-tere and tet lbewet ial pelitice! 
fecter. Itscideateliy. for the perpoee of « feller cheractertizsticoe of the 
role of the aeee goweerets fo preweetiog cecioer wer thie tepic could serely 
hove beee gives of teadependeet section tn the etedy. 


Ae « whole. the aoeogrep® prepered by the USSF Acogeer of Se tieeces IED 
undoubtedly represeets both « theoretice! and prectical welee and is « 
specific comtrtbetion te the «leboretion of tev probleme of world pol tt ice 
being undertaken by Seowlet echolers approaching the 2? th CPST Congress. 
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